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AJso, petition of International Association of New York, favor
ing duty on gems-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Association of Lithographers, for a 
duty on all lithographic products-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany ,bill for relief of 
Delilia McGuire-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary L. Walker
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of J. S. McCready 
Post, No. 456, Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Repub
lic, against engraving picture of Jefferson Davis on silver 
service of the battle ship Mississippi-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for re
lief of Ellen Leach, widow of Robert A. Leach-to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition from the business men of 
Brooten, Min.ii. ; Evansville, Minn. ; Browerwle, Minn. ; and 
Eagle Bend, Minn., protesting against the enactment of a 
parcels-post law by Congress-to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of Western South 
Dakota Stock Growers' Association favoring reciprocity with 
foreign countries relative to meats-to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Texas County (Mo.) Farmers' 
Union, for parcels-post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Edwin R. Mears-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SPERRY : Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
favoring the reduction of the duty on wheat-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 

TuEsDAY, June 8, 1909. 

provement of the riYers and harbors of the country, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens employed in 
the oil industry at Pleasantville, Tidioute, and Sheffield, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, praying that a duty of 50 cents per 
barrel be placed on all crude oil, and also for a corresponding 
duty on the manufactured products of crude oil coming from 
foreign countries, which ·was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the substitution of specific duties instead of ad va
lorem duties in the pending tariff bill; for the appointment 
of a nonpartisan expert .tariff eommission, and also for the 
improvement of trade relations with insular possessions, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of .Abraham Lincoln Coun
cil, No. 14, .Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Brook
lyn, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called " Overman 
amendment " to the pending tariff bill, proposing to increase 
the head tax on immigrants from $4 to $10, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of members of the compo ing 
room of the North Side News chapel, of New York City; of 
members of the Buffalo Electrotype Works, of Buffalo; of mem
bers of the New York :World composing room, of New York City; 
and of members of the Evening Call composing-room chapel, of 
New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the inclusion in the pending tariff bill of any duty on 
news print paper and wood pulp, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 11, Pulp, 
Sulphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Morrisonville, N. Y., and 
a memorial of the International Brotherhood of Stationary 
Firemen, of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against any reduction in 
the duty on print paper and wood pulp as contained in the 
Dingley bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry newspaper workers of 
New York City, Brooklyn, Glendale, Sheepshead Bay, and Bath 
Beach, all in .the State of New York, prnying for the retention 
of the duty on print paper and wood pulp as proposed in the 
so-called " Payne tariff bill," which were ordered to lie on the 

The Senate met at 10.30 o'clock a. m. table. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. He also presented a memorial of Typhographia No. 4, Zweig 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. der Deutsch-Amerikanischen Typographia, of Buffalo, N. Y., 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM. remonstrating against any change in the rates on wood pulp 
The PRESIDENT pro. tempore laid before the Senate a com- and print paper as fixed by the House bill, which was ordered 

to lie on the table. 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, BILLS INTRODUCED. 
transmitting the :findings of fact and conclusions of law filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
claims, set out in the findings by the court relating to the vessel consent, the second ti.me, and referred as follows : 
sloop Diana, Henry Nicoll, master (S. Doc. No. 84), which, By Mr. PAGE: 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the· Committee A bill ( S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. W. Shedd; 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Sargent (with the accompanying papers); and 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed Lambert (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee <>n 
a bill (H. R. 9541) to amend an act entitled "An act temporarily Pensions. 
to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto Rico, and By Mr. PENROSE: 

. for other purposes," approved April 12, 1900, in which it A bill (S. 2545) to establish a fish-culture ~tation in New 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. Mexico; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. A bill (S. 2546) to correct the military record of John C. 
Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Wheel- Barrett (with the accompanying paper); and 

ing, ,W. Va., remonstrating against any inci·ease of the duty on A bill (S. 2547) to grant an honorable discharge to Harry P. 
print paper and wood pulp, as proposed in the so-called " Payne Eakin; to the Committee on l\filifary Affairs. 
tariff bill," which was ordered to lie on the table. A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to John Bell; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the United A bill (S. 2549) granting an 1nc1·ease of pension to Alice ll. 
States, praying that an appropriation be made to place in Sta tu- Bright; and 
ary Hall a suitable memorial to the memory of James Rumsey, A bill ( S. 2550) to pension volunteer army nmses; to the 
which were r eferred to the Committee on the Library. Committee on Pensions. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Board of Trade By Mr. l\!011.TEY : 
of Miami, Fla., praying for the imposition of a duty of at least A bill ( S. 2551) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest; 
40 cents per box or crate on all pineapples imported into this A bill (S. 2552) for the relief of heirs or estate of l\lrs. 
country, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. Eunice Hurdle, deceased; 

Mr. BURTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Con- A bill ( S. 2553) for the relief of J. W. Causey; and 
-voy and of Local Grange No. 873, Patrons of Husbandry, of A bill" (S. 2554) for the relief of J. R. Hollowell; to the Com-
Little Hocking, all in the State of Ohio, praying for a reduc- mittee on Claims. 
tion of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were ordered THOMAS COYLE AND BRIDGET COYLE. 

to lie on the table. On motion of l\Ir. BURNHAM, it was 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fremont, o1·dered, That there may be withd1·awn from t he files of the Senate 

Vanlue, Findlay, Continental, Moline, Walbridge, Curtice, East the papers accompanying the bill for the r el ief of Thoma.s Coyle and 
Toledo, Elmore, and Oak Harbor, all in the .State of Ohio, pray- Bridget Coyle (S. 446, 60th Cong., 1st sess.), there having been no a d· 
ing for the retention of the present duty on raw sugars, which verse report thereon. · 
were ordered to lie on the table. SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLU mu. 

l\Ir. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of Mr. NELSON. I present an article prepared by W. C. 
Trade, praying that liberal appropriations be made for the im;:_,Dodge, a former trustee of the public schools in the Distri~t of 
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Columbia, relatinf:' to the schools and school buildings of the 
nationnl capital. 1 mo·rn that it be printed as a document ( S. 
Doc. No. 86) . 

The motion was agreed to. 
INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE AT ROME. 

l\fr. PERKINS. I present a letter from Mr. David Lubin, 
dated Rome, May 23, 1909, addressed to my colleague and my
self, relati"rn to the International Institute of Agriculture at 
Rome. I move that it be printed as a document ( S. Doc. No. 85). 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. Il. 9541. An act to amend an act entitled "An act tem
porarily to provide revenues and a civil government for Porto 
Rico, and for other purposes," approved April 12, 1900, was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

THE TARIFF. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is 
closed, and the calendar is in order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, in view of the criticism 
made yesterday by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL
DRICH] of the attitude of some Republican Senators on the 
tariff bill as not being Republican, I send to the desk and ask 
to have read the following resolution of the executive commit
tee of the Republican Editorial Association of Indiana, which 
was passed only a few days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec
tion to the request of the Sena tor from Indiana, and the Secre
tary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
IlESO'LUTION OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, INDIANA REPUBLICAN EDITORIAL 

ASSOCIATION. 
INDIANA REPUBLICL~ EDITORIAL ASSOCIATION. 

The executive committee of the Indiana Republican Editorial Ass<r 
elation unanimously indol,'ses the attitude of Senator BEVERIDGE on the 
subject of tariff revision. His efforts to secure a downioani revision 
of the tariff are in harmony with the will of the people throughout 
Indiana and accord icith the platform, pledge of the Republican party. 
What the people want Congress to do while in special session is to 
settle the tariff question for a period of years, and nothing short of 
a revision downwat·d along protective lines as advocated by Senator 
BEVERIDGE will suffice. 

The above expression was given out after a meeting of the executive 
committee held in Indianapolis May 28, 1909. Every member of the 
committee was present. 

EDWA.BD A .. RlllMY, Seymom·, 
A. M. WILLOUGHBY, Greensburg, 
HARRY M. SMITH, Greencastle, 
W. B. MADDOCK, Bloomfield, 
A. A. McCAIN, Crawfordsville, 

}}a;ecutive Committee. 

Mr. BEVJlllUDGE. I had not intended to present this reso
lution, and would not now but for the criticism to which I 
referred. 

I ask permission also to insert, without reading, excerpts 
from speeches of President Taft before and since the campaign, 
as well as an extract from .the recent speech of Secretary Mac
Veagh, at Chicago. I should give more and fuller extracts but 
for the fact that I have given them heretofore. But they are 
so pertinent at this moment that I give these few brief extracts 
again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec
tion, and the request is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
oun CANDIDATE AT CINCINNATI, JU:!\"E 28, 1908. 

The tariff in a number of the schedules e:cceeds the· difference be
tween the cost of production of such articles abroad and at home, 
including a reasonable profit to the American producer. 

The excess over that difference serves no useful purpose, but offers 
a temptation to th-Ose w1to ioo.uld monopolize the production and the 
sale of such articles in this country to profit by the excessi.ve rates. 

On the other hand, there are some few other schedules in which the 
tariff is not sufficiently high to give the measure of protedion which 
they should receive upon Republican principles, and as to those the 
tariff should be raised. 

OUR CANDIDATE AT CINCINNATI, SEPTEMBER 22, 1908. 
The Dingley tariff has served the country well, but its rates have be

come generally excessi,,;e. They have become excessive because condi
tions have changed since its passage in 1896. Some of the rates are 
probably too low, due also to the change ~f conditions. 

But on the whoZe, THE -TARIFF OUGHT TO BE LOWERED in accordance 
with the Republican principles and the policy that it bas always upheld 
of protection of our industries. 

The movement in fav<rr of revision has at"i<len within the Republican 
party and is pressed forward by members of the Republican party. 

The revision which they desire is a revision iohich shall 1·educe ex
cessive rates and at the same time preserve the industries of the 
country. · 

OUR CANDIDATE AT MILWAUKEE, SEPTEMBER 24, 1908. 
It is intended under the protective system, by judicious encourage

ment, to build up industries as the natural conditions of the country 
justify to a point where they can stand alone and fight their own battles 
in competition of the 1oorld. 

There are many articles in common use to-day which were unknown 
when the Dingley tariff bill was enacted. Conditions with respect to 
the cost of articles abroad have changed just as they lmve changed in 
this country, so that the difference between the cost of production at 
home and abroad ten years ago was in many instances different and less 
than it is to-day. 

It is my judgment, as it is that of many Republicans, that there 
are many schedules of the tatiff iti ivhich the rates are ea:cessive, and 
there are a few in which the rates are not sufficient to fill the meas
ure of conservative protection. 

It is my judgment that a revision of the tariff in accordance with the 
pledge of the Republican platform will be, on the whole, a substantial 
REVISION DOWNWARD, though there probably will be a FEW exceptions 
in this regard. 

As the temporary leader of the party, I do not hesitate to say with 
all the emphasis of which I am capable, that if the party is given the 
mandate of power in November it will perform its promises in good 
faith. . 

Our candidate also made these same statements at Des Moines, Iowa, 
one day later. 

THE PRESIDENT-ELECT AT NEW YORK, DECEMBER 17, 1908. 
• Mr. Taft dwelt almost wholly upon the revision of the tariff, which 

he singled out as the m-0st important declaration made at the last na
tional convention, and, after having previously refert·ed to the veto 
power of the Chief Executive, said, with all the emphasis of which he 
was capable : 

"Better no revision at aZZ, BETTER THAT THE NEW BILL SHOULD FA.lL, 
unless we have an honest and thorough revision on the basis laid down 
and the principles outlined in the party platform." (Report of New 
York Tribune, December 18, 1908.) 

THE PRESIDENT IN HIS INAUGURAL, MA.BCH 4, 1909. 

It is thought that there bas been such a change in conditions since 
the enactment of the Dingley Act, drafted on a similarly protective 
principle, that the measure of the tariff above stated will permit the 
1·edttction of rates in. certain schedules and will require the advance
ment of fffi', IF A.NY. 

It is imperatively necessary, therefore, that a tariff bill be drawn in 
good faith in accordance with pront.ises made before the election by the 
party in pow~r, and · as promptly passed as due consideration, will 
permit. 

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, AT CHICAGO, JUNE 5, 1909. 

If, then, .the p~ople, and especially the people of the Middle West, 
shall be made satisfied by the new tariff law, the tariff question is 
likely to be out of the way for a considerable time. But if they m·c 
not made satisfied, then ioe will not have rest, and we will not have a 
clear field for currency reform. 

It seems to me that the chances are largely in favor of a revision 
that the people will accept. 

What the people expect is what the protectionist Republican party 
promised in its last year's platform ; and, while it is talking against the 
wind to argue that the revision expected is not a REVISIO~ DOWN, it 
would be equally futile to say that the revision down was promised to 
be a revision down and out. 

In conclusion, one word about the President. He, too, seems to be 
of good cheer as to this tariff question. He seems to place great reli
ance upon the wisdom of the Congress and upon its public spirit. Of 
course, it is easier to be complacent when you know you have the last 
word, and that the last word is a combination of language and big 
stick. 

The President is an optimist, and tremendously able, with full con
fidence in his ability to bring things to pass. He is so strong and 
bi"' and confident that he will wait a long time, however, before he wlll 
fu1ly use his strength, but the impression he makes is that if his 
antagonism should be aroused nothing could stop him. (Report of 
Chicago Tribune., June 6, 1909.) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report 
the pending amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In Schedule K, wool and manufactures of, 
page 129, paragraph 368, the committee proposes to strike out 
the paragraph as printed in the House text and to insert a new 
paragraph 368, as follows: 

368. Top waste, slubbing waste, roving waste, ring waste, and gar
netted waste, 30 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER obtained the floor. 
Mr. BRISTOW. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized 

the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Kansns. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
'I'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 

roll. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Guggenheim 
Bacon Clay Heyburn 
Beveridge Crane Hughes 
Borah Crawford .Johnson, N. Dak. 
Bradley Culberson .Johnston, Ala. 
Brandegee Cullom Kean 
Bristow Cummins ~ .. odguember 
Brown Curtis iu~t 
Bul keley Depew McLaurtn 
Burkett Dixon Martin 
Bu rnham Dolliver Money 
Burrows Fletcher Nelson 
Burt on Flint Oliver 
Carter Frazier Overman 
Chamberlain Frye Page 
Clapp Gallinger Penro e 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins 

Piles 
Rayner 
Root 
Scott 
Simmons 
Smith., Mich. 
Smoot 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Warner 

· Warren 
Wetmore 

Ur. PILES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
JONES] is una voida.bly detained from the Chamber for a short 
time this morning. 

Mr. SOO'l~. My colleague Uir. ELKINS] is unavoidably de
tained this morning, b'ut will be here later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have re
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present. The Sen
ator from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\fr. President, I do not rise for the pur
pose of antagonizing the amendment which has been offered 
by the committ ee t o the paragraph now under consideration, 
although I desire to say that I contemplate offering amendments 
to paragraphs earlier in the schedule than the one now before 
the Sena te. 

The proposition now before the Senate restores the Dingley 
rates on such forms of wool wastes, including top waste and 
such like ;wastes, in the process of cloth manufacture. The 
Dingley rate was 20 cents a pound. The committee increases 
it to 30 cents a pound, and it is obviously absurd--

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from .Montana? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. CARTER. I rcall the Senator's attention to printed page 

122 of the bill, which shows that the rate proposed by the 
amendment to which .he ref€rred is identical with the Dingley 
rate, to wit, 30 cents a pound. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. I then have misunderstood what the Sen
ator from Rhode Island said, -and I will be compelled to with
draw some observations which I have already made . . 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I understood the Senator to state that 

the committee's amendment as presented restored the rate as it 
appeared in the House bill I was in error about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the Dingley rate. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
Ur. ALDRICH. The amendments of the committee in every 

instance propose to restore the Dingley rates on everythin_g 
pertaining to wool 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, Mr. President, I wish to call :the 
attention of the Senate to what is done in tlle Dingley law 
and in this amendment to these forms of wool wastes. They 
are wastes arising in the process of manufacturing worsted 
cloths in the main. They are assessed here at ao cents a pound. 
They are the raw material of the great carded-wool industry 
of America, an industry which counts thousands of mills in 
practically every State in the Union-that branch of the woolen 
industry the most widely scattered, the most honestly capital
ized, and now struggling in the midst of much distress for its 
very life. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to what this propo
sition does to the largest department of woolen manufacture 
in America. As I said a moment ago, these wastes are by
products in the manufacture of worsted yarns and worsted 
cloths. What duty does the worsted manufacturer or spinner 
who imports those wools into the United States pay? He pays 
12 cents a pound whether the wool is washed or unwashed. 
Of course such wool comes here washed. Its shrinkage upon 
the average is so insignificant that nobody will deny the truth 
of what I state when I assert that the duty upon a scoll.l'ed 
pound of it is practically 15 cents. It shrinks less than 20 per 
cent. Most of the shrinkage has been taken up by washing it, 
which does not advance its duty at all, since in the case of comb
ing wool when it is scoured the shrinkage is almost negligible, 
and the duty put upon it is 15 cents a scoured pound. 

Mr. WARRE r. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator tell me what class of wool 
he refers to? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am talking about English washed comb-
ing wool and Canadian wool. · 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator tell me what proportion of 
that character of wool goes into consumption? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am not going into .statistics now, al
though I will lay before the Senate a full statement of the sta
tistics. But I want to a k the Senator from Wyoming a ques
tion : Is it not true that those wools, shrinking les than 20 
per cent, come here under a scoured duty amounting to about 
15 cents a pound? 

l\Ir. WARREN. Answering that question, the Senator has 
placed the percentage .of shrinkage considerably lower than 
what it is, in my judgment. But in connection with that, let 
me say that the imports of wool tha t will shrink· less than 
nearly double that is only about 4 or 5 per cent of the consump
tion of the United States. It merely takes the wools that are 
used for luster goods, and so forth, and is not the wool in 
general use in the manufactm·e of worsted goods for men's and 
women's wear. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. These wools that I am talking about are 
now coming into the United States at the ~rate of 2,000,000 
pounds a month by our book of statistics, if I have them cor
rectly analyzed, and the peculiar thing about it is that by the 
original draft or plan o{ this wool tariff they came in washed 
at the same rate that the clothing wools came in. They came 
in washed without any addition to the duty. whereas the cloth
ing wools doubled the duty if they came in washed. And the 
shrinkage, ns I have said, brings these wools into the Boston 
market at 15 cents a scoured pound. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
1'fr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator assert that the imports of 

that class of wool are averaging 2,000,000 pounds a. month; 'find 
if so, how far back does it .go? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I noticed that in the carded importa
tions--

Mr. WARREN~ I desire to say to the Senator that they do 
not amount to :one-half that, going back .over a series of years. 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. I think they are getting xeady for the sit
uation that is liable to arise. 

Mr. WARREJ.~. I d-esire fmther to say that they have not 
amounted to that for .sixteen yea.rs. Take sixteen years ago
they formed only 7 per cent of the imports to this country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Vei·y well. Now, Mr. President, the wools 
that are imported by the manufacturer of worsted goods are 
certainly the light-shrinkage wools, whatever their character 
may be. They do not bring here the heavy-shrinkage wools of 
South Africa or South America, or the scoured merino grades 
that fill the wildernes.,es Qf this world. They buy light- hrink
age wool, upon which the duty paid is equivalent to a duty of 
less than 20 cents a scoured pound into the United States. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Sena.tor allow me ther.e? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr.WARREN. To what class of wools other than the second

class wools does the Senator allude when he says that they 
shrink but 20 per cent? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There are wools of the other class, I think, 
that come within that .0.escription. · 

l\!r. WARREN. The record shows, Jet me say in this connec
tion, that worsted manufacturers are bringing wool from ·every 
one of the countries the Senator mentioned; bringing, of course, 
the lightest shrinkage they can get, just the same as the carded
wool people do. All people who wish to get into this market 
with wool will naturally bring that which shrinks the least 
in the process of cleansing to scoured wool. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Now, confining myself for the minute to 
the English combing wool and the Canadian combing wool, which 
comes ~n without any addition to their duty after they have 
been horn, I repeat that their duty, put upon the average, is 
not in excess of 15 cents the scoured -pound. Yet the propo ition 
here is to take the wastes that fall .off in the process of th ir ad
vancement toward cloth and as ess ft duty upon it of 20 cents 
a pound, and that just opens a crack which enables the Senate 
to see what the complaint is of the great depa r tment of woolen 
industry, having more factories and -employing more people than 
any other, which has been left out of the calculations of the 
framers of this measure. 

l\fr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
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Mr. WARREN. I wm. ask the Senator a:. question. He is. ad.
dressing his remarks, as I understand, to paragraph 368? 

l\Ii::. DOLLIVER. Yes-; and objeating to- having a higher 
specific duty upon top waste and combing waste than the col
lective duties upon the· scouroo contents-of the fleece from. which 
they fall. 

Mr. WARREN. Thei:e is not one of thase wastes but what 
is used by the factories that make them in the manufactm;e of 
worsted cloth. The Sena tor is wrong in thinking that those 
wastes are- the-ones that the carded-wool men: are seeking t-0 get. 

CARD.ED•WOOu INDUSTRY. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I intend to let the cardedLwool men. speak: 
for themselves. 

l\fr. W ARREJN. Very well. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I ask the Secnetary to read, for the· in-

formation Gf the Senate, from an address ta the Presiden.t of 
the United States, issued the other· day.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore;- Without abjection, the Sec
retary will read as iTeqrrested. 

The Secretary reau as follows :-
CARDED, WOOLEN INDUSTR"E AP-PEALS TO THE P1IES·IDNNT-COMYITTEE 

EXPLAINS THE SERIOUS TARIFF BUBDENS-SPECIFIC DUTY ON WOOL IN 
THE GREASE INEQUITABLE-BULK OF WOOL SUITED FOR CARDED WOOLEN 
MANUll'ACTURTXG lS OF Tllll HE.A.VY SHRINKING CLASS. 

[New York Journa.l of Commerce, June 7, 1909.1 
Edward Mol:r, president- of the Carded Wool1 Assodatlon. and. chnlr·

man of a special tariff committee of the. ass-ociation, called upon Presi• 
dent Taft on Wednesday last with other members of the committee and_ 
presented a petition to show the serious burdens now resting. on the 
card-ed' wnolen industry and on the consumers of wool goods. The other 
members of the committee comprised' H. J". Hamilf and M. D. King, of' 
Germantown, Pa. ; W. A. Dickey, jr., of Baltimore, Md• ;. and P. P. 
Pilling of. Kiameusi, Del'. The petition follows : 
HIS ElXCELLENCY THE PRESIDENT, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Sm: We appear befo:re you- to-day fo~ the purpose of. lrt:ating cei:talrr 

facts relati.no- to the tariff on wool and wool pi:oducts- in order that you 
may know of the serious burdens. now resting on the carded_ woolen 
industry and. on the consumer· of wool goods. 

1- Schedule K is the· same in the Payne bill. now before the Senate, and 
in the Dingley law. Both provide for a specific duty of 11 cents and 1·2 
cents a. pound on' wool in the grease. This is the first grievance 'to 
which we call your attention. Grease wool contains widely varying 
propoi.:tlons- of grease and dirt, which is washed out in the first 
process-scouring-and. is of. no value· whatever to the wool manufac· 
turer. This wool grease· andi dir:t amounts in many. cases to as much 
as 80 per cent of the grease weight of the wool, while on some· light 
shrinkage grades it is much ress-as low as 15 per cent. 

From· this you will under.stand how wide is the v.ariation in the duty 
on the clean wool. With. a shrinkage of 80 per cent, a duty of 11 
cents per grease pound: is 55 cents per· clean pound. With a shrinkage 
of 20 per cent, the same 11. cents duty on the grease weight is only 
14 cents per clean pound. ~he result is that the light-shrinking lots 
of wool can be imported ab a very low duty_, while the tarur on the 
heavy-shrinking wools is so high that they can not be imported at all. 
An a pplication of the Dingley tariff to 80,000,000 pounds of wool 
recently sold at auction. at London, Liv.erpool, Melbow-ne, and SydD.ey 
showed that the ad valt>rem equivalent. of the Dingley 11 cents duty 
on grease wool varied from 23 per cent to 733 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Rresident, will the Secretary please go 
back and read those per.centages of shrinkage again? 

l\Ir. DOLLrYER. And, Mr. President, it will not disturb me 
if the S-errator from Wyoming, who is an expert on wool rais
ing, will hold his statistical controversy with those memorialists 
rather than with me, because those people are also experts. ' 

Mr. WARR.EN. 1 ha1'"e some acquaintance with those people 
and I have some know ledge of wooL I may have misu:nder.: 
stood the statement as to there being 733 per cent of shrinka"'e 
but, as I understood it, it was that certain wools had 733 pe~ 
cent of shrinkage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will reread· 
the part of the article referred to by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The Secretary resumed· and concluded the reading of tlie 
article, as follows : 

From this you will understa.nd how wide is the variation in the duty 
on the clean wool. With a shrinkage of 80 per cent, a duty of 11 cents 
per grease pound is 55 cents per clean pound. With a. shi.:inkage of 20 
pe1· cent, the 1:1ame 11. cents duty on the grease weii?ht is only 14 cents 
per clean pound. The result is that the light-shrmking lots of w-001 
can be imported at a very low duty, while the tariff on the heavy
shrinking wools is so high that they can not be imported at all. An 
application of the Dingley ta.riff to 80,000,000 pounds of wool i:ecently 
sold at auction at London, Liverpool., Melbourne, and ",Sydney showed 
that the ad valorem equlvalent of the Dingley ll cents duty on grease 
wool varied from 23 per cent to 733 per cent. 

The bulk of the wool suited for our branch of the industry, carded 
woolen manufacturing, is heavy shrinking, while the wools suited foi
the other branch of the industry, worsted munafacturing, is light 
shrinking. 'L'he burden under which we are suffering arises . from thiS 
fact, and hence our_ appeal to the House, the Senate, and now to you. for 
:i:.elief from this injustice. The conditions· we have de.scribed i:esult not 
only in the opp1·ession and ruin of the carded woolen industry, dotting 
the country with idle mills, but also in special privileges of immense 
value to the worsted spinning industry, which is being rapidly conccn
tra ted into a few wealthy, prosperous, and powerful combinations. 

.At the sa.m.e. time the wool grower is deprived of the protection con
t.e.mplated I>y the Dingley tariff law. That law fixes the duty on 
scoured wool at three times the duty on unwashed grease wool·; that is, 
at 33 cents a ·_scoured pound for class 1 wool, and 36 cents a scoured 

pound for class 2 wooL This is on the. assumption that it requires 3 
pounds of greas-e. wool to give 1 pound. ot scoured wool ; and this as• 
sumption is further indicated by the. Dlngley and Payne provisions for' 
compensatory duties on goods, based. on the i:atio of 4. pounds· of grease 
wool t-0 1 pound of tlnis.lied cloth, allowing for a loss of 25 per cent. irr 
manafaduring. This legal promise of 33 cents a aeon.red pound_ to the 
woolgrower has proved in. practice to be a delusion and a sham, for the 
law that glves. the promise of sucli. protection breaks it by alli>wing the 
importation of liglit-shrlbking wooI at the 11-cent rat-e. The protec
tion. to the woolgrower is measured', not by the Dingley duty of. 33' 
cents a pound on scoured wool, but by the equivalent per scoured pound 
of the 1.l:cent dUty on grease wool actually imported, which equivalent 
runs as low as 14 cents and in. practice rarely exceeds 20 cents. The 
average shrinkage of the gr.ease wool imported during the past five ye.a.rs. 
ls 4-0 per cent, equal to a duty of· 18.6 cents per scoured pound. 

INCON-SISTENCIE& OR '.DRE PlllfSENT '.CA'RIFF. 

Thus under thig present wool tarifr the woolgrower ts· deprived ot 
· tlie expected protection; the carded wool manufacturer is depriv.ed· ot 
· all access to the foreign wool suited1 to his requirements; while the 

worsted spinners- enjoy valuable special privileges by being permitted' 
to · import the wool they require at a very low duty· per scoured. pound. 

: 2. Besides the inequality to which we have just called your attention,. 
: there are other serious abuses in- the Dingley tarur on wool. 
I First, we will mention the provision by which wooL of the first class, 
if washed· on the sheep's back, is subjected to a double duty of 22 cents 
a pound, while wool of the second class, if washed'. on the sheep's 

Ii back, is admitted at the single rate of 12 cents a pound. The result is 
that all wool of the second· class Is imported' in the washed condition 

· in ordeD' t-0 a-v:oid; the paJ"Illent of the duty on grease and dirt, while the 
· very heavy wool of the first class can not be imported at al[ The dis
. crimination against one class of people and in ta-vor of another under 

this arrangement of the tariff arises from tbe fact that the second!.class 
wool is used for the manufacture· of- worsted while the wool adapted. for 
carded woolen goods is of the first class. We demand the abolition ot 
this discrimination and· speciar privi1ege- under the law. 

An.other · inequality from, which we ask; relief is that. provislim of the
Dingley and Payne bills- which makes= the duty on scoured wool three 
times the duty on. grease wool. This is based on the assumption, tliat 
3 pounds o-t gre-as-e wool' fu required to yield r pound: of scoured wool, 
whereas a: v.eny large part of the world~s wool clip shi.:inks much. less 
than two-thii;ds. The result of. this inequality is to prohibit the im
portation of. scoured wool and. confine the imports.- to wool shrinking 
less than two-thirds. Tlie discrimination against· dne class of people 
and in favou o~- anothe1':· u.ncfuT tliis . arrangement of the tarifr arises 
from the: fact thrt worsted spinners ordinarily buy wool in the grease, 
whereas scoured wools. are used by the carded woolen manufacturers. 
Thus the scoured wool clau e of' the D.lngley and- Payne tariff bills 
constitute a burdem;ome discrimination against tbe• carded. woolen. man
ufacturers- from· which we~ demand· relief. 

We desire to call. your atrention. to the fact that the carded. woolen 
mid worsted' brarrches- of wool manufacturing, although distinct" in re
spect- to certain technical processes and: grades of- raw material used; 
still" are competing- branches ot trade. because worsted and carded 
woolen· goods are used for the same purposes. Conseq11entry these tariff 
discriminations against the carded woofon industry aid the worsted 
branch of the Business by injuring t:he latter's competitor. 

PROHIBITORY DUTIES ON THEY BY-PTIODUCTS- OF WOOL M.A.~UFA.CTURING. 

3. Another and very serious defect in tlie Dingfoy and Payne bills· is 
the pTactically prohibitory duties on the fly-products· of wool manufac· 
turing. Here again we- find a discriminatioil' against- one class of people 
and special privileges for anothei; because. these by-products- can be used 
only by carded~woolen manufacturers, while· worsted sninners, although 
they can not use· them, have them· for sale. '.I:his is- one of the most 
serious of the tariff abuses from which: we· ask relief, as· the duties. on 
such by-products vary from 50 to 200 per cent. 

4. The present wool schedule is practically: that' of 1867, which· was 
pi-ilna.rily a. war-revenue· tax;· and as all othe~ · schedules have been re· 
adjusted to meet changed conditions, this schedule should be redrawn 
to meet the changed conditions of wool growing and the wants of the 
manufacturers. Take Ohio wool, for example : The· quality of wool 
grown in Ohio is changed in qualicy as well as in quantity. Fine 
merino. was, at. one time the staple growth, but in a few yearn more that 
quality of wool will not. be grown in Ohia. Much •of the ' , 1 now 
grown there is- from the mutton variety of. sheep, and this wool· carries 
a. net protection of about 20 cents per· scoured: pound, against 33 to 44 
cents to the grower in the West. 

5. We ask for an equal oppoi-tunity with all others under the law, 
in order that we may enjoy the reward of our labor, skill, and. enter
prise in the business in which we are engaged. It is in this capacity 
of carded woolen manufacture.rs that we. make our_ appeal to you. But 
our demands should be granted not only- in justice to us as carded 
woolen ma:nufacturers, but in justice to the consumer of wool goods. 
We expressly disclaim any intention of representing here to-day the 
special interests of the consnmer.. We. however, call your attention 
to the tact that every ourden on the carded woolen industry that we 
hav.e mentioned is also· a burden on the consumer of wool goods, 
whether underclothing, outside clothing, blankets, or other articles 
made of wool; and that the special privileges granted to the worsted 
branch" of this indushy i-esuit in. an. increase. of these burdens not only 
on. the carded woolen mannfac:turei:s, but also on the consumers- in this 
country. 

6. It would not be possible at this time to go into detailed discus· 
sion of the proper remedies for. the abuses· to which we have called 
your attention. We will. state, however, that it is our firm belief that 
the only complete remedy for these inequalities is a tariff based on 
value. Specific duties based on the scoured weight of the wool and 
graduated on by-products by classifications according to value, or 
compound duties consisting of both specific and ad valorem rates would 
give partial relief. But if the exigencies of the situation ever lead 
the Government to adopt any of these partial remedies, it should not 
be furgotten that they are partial. and that the only complete remedy 
is an ad valorem tariff. The protective rate on wool goods is ad 
vaforem, a.rnf if this can be made effective on manufactured goodS; 
there carr be no doubt of its efficiency on the raw material. 
ASKS THAT WOOL TARIFF BE THOROUGHL'l! l?'."VESTIGA.TED A.i.'ID REVISED. 

7. We a.sk that the tariff on wool and wool goods be thoroughly 
investigated and revised. We desire to have the principle of protection , 
maintained for all p1·oducer.s, whether of wool, wool goods, or clothing. 
A.nd we are as ready to have inequalities con-ected in the tariff on wool 
goods as in the tariff on raw materials. We are ready to go into the 
consideration of the technical qetails of this problem either with you 
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or anyone you may designate, and to any extent you may desire. We 
are ready to do this with representatives o! the woolgrowers, worsted 
manufacturers, and of the Government. We suggested such a confer
ence to the Ways and Means Committee of the House o! Representa
tives. We have at all times been willing to carry . out that suggestion, 
confident that the better the truth is known the better will be our 
chances to gain an equal opportunity under the law. 

We represent an industry that covers nearly every State in the Union, 
has over three times the number of establishments to those employed 
in the combing of wool with a greater number of employees. Under 
the present schedule many woolen mills have been closed, and a con
tinuance of the same means great distress to many mill owners and 

~~~f;l~1;e~f t~ e t~;/~~ve O~a ! ~~~egia~1~f f\gf t~~e ~~~Zce°1~~ti~~t~e°1:i~J 
placing the injustice of the wool duties before it, and being told that 
while we had a grievance that the schedule could not be opened, we 
feel Indignant that such treatment should be meted out to us, that the 
cardinal principles of fair play and even-handed justice, under which 
we are supposed to live, should be cast aside or subordinated to a 
coalition of forces that are specially favored under the Dingley bill. 
Therefore, Mr. President, we appeal to you to use your influence in the 
proper quarter so that this industry may have what it is entitled to 
under our Constitution, even-banded justice, neither more or less. 

Respectfully, yours, 
Eow Ann Morn, 

President Oardea Wool A.ssociatlou. 

away from the woolen clothes, as my friend from Montana 
seems to believe. 
· Mr. CARTER. · Well, Mr. President, worsted goods are, of 
course, woolen goods. I refer to the method of manufacture. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And as this debate· develops it will be 
shown that a large range of the woolen goods are deliberately 
described as half cotton, and if that were not done in the law, 
it would be done under the eye of almost anybody who looks 
at them or almost anybody who tries to wear them. 

Now, Mr. President, feeling that backwardness that would 
naturally characterize a man not connected with the wool busi
ness or the wool trade, and seeing the honored Senator from 

·Maine [Mr. FRYE] in the Chair, I desire the Secretary to read 
what the Woolen ·Manufacturers' Association of the State of 
Maine has to say about the business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the Sec
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
MAI NE WOOLEN MILLS ASK FOR A FAIR TA.RIFF-GORDON DOBSON AD· 

DRESSES .ABGUMENT TO SENATOR HALD--REQUESTS S UCH REVISION OF 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President-- ~~~L~~16<;'ii :~Lc~::u:~i~g~ir1ii:;~~Ep!'tiTi'~~L~iNii:~~:1~~ ~I0~i 
Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- BE coNTINuEn. 

tion before he resume~? BosTON, June 2. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. Gordon Dobson, president of the Maine Woolen Manufacturers' Asso-

ciation, recently forwarded to Senator HALE a letter, arguing for more 
_Mr. WARREN. I do not see any proposition in the letter equitable treatment in revising Schedule K. The letter, which bas just 

which has been read except the one for ad valorem duties. I been given out for publication, is as follows: 
should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he has any infor- Hon. E uoENE HALE, Washington, D. a. 
mation from the carded-wool people, from whom this comes, Srn: We have your letter of the 12th instant, in which you ask us to 
which makes any otller or different provision for relief? strike out from a copy of Schedule K of the Dingley tari1f what we do 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I entered upon my I'nvestI'- not wish to appear and write in what we want to appear; to make it as 
we would like to have it read when enacted into law. In complying as 

gation of this case without knowing that there was a human far as possible with your request we will at the same time state why 

beiJ?g interested in it. I had no knowledge. ot the actual com- weJ!~~~\:~n~~~~~;e~~u0f8~·001 goods by the carded woolen process. 
plamt.s of these go?d people who were tryrng to. manuf~cture Schedule K covers all products of wool , whether in the raw state, partly 
wool rnto cloth until I had spent a good deal of t1Ille tryrng to manufactured or finished, and by whatever process. To comply with 
find my way through the wool tariff by myself. j your request It would be necessary for us to recommend classl.ficatlons, 

Personally I do not agree with the opinion which has bee taritr rates and methods o! assessment, not only for the goods we manu-

ft ' ed h th t th ht t b ifi . n facture, but also !or those we do not make, and for the raw material so o en express ere a ere oug o e spec c duties !or our mills. 
on everything. There are things where specific duties neces- ·Let us begin 'Yith the raw ~aterial. We have already stated to the 
sarily operate to create almost incredible inequalities and the Committee on Fmance our obJections to the pr~sent specific duties on 

. . . • grease wool, which are levied on grease and dirt as well as on wool, 
specific duty on wool by t~e pound IS a case hke that. That and to the prohibitory duties on by-products. They shut us out from 
method of assessment is 50 years old in the United States the supply of foreign wool and by-products suited for our industry, and 
and even older. There was a reason for it when it was adopted give the users of light shrinking combing wools access to the fore ign 

.. · markets at a very low rate o! duty. By this arrangement the wool 
We had not, fifty years ago, perfected our scheme of adrrun1s- grower is deprived of the protection contemplated under the law, the 
tration of customs laws, and the sheep people had many reasons worsted spinni~g industry enjoys spec~al favors. of great value, the 
to suspect ad valorem duties as applied to their product be- carded woolen mdustry is strangled, while the ultimate consumer is de-

"th f · · · ' prived of an adequate supply of wool goods. 
cause the Government was WI out any acilities to actually The complete remedy for these inequalities under the present law is 
assess duties on that article upon the basis of value; but an ad valorem taril! on wool, which automatically adjusts itself to all 
within these fifty years the wool trade of the world has de- the conditions by which a tariff should be regulated. We recommend 

. . this complete solution to Congress. It would be manifestly improper 
veloped Ill an intelhgent way. !or us to do more than to suggest to you a particular rate on wool. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President-- First, because we are not familiar with the business or cost of pro-
The PRESIDE1''T pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa ducing wool in this country or abroad; and, seco.nd, because we 8:re 

. . buyers and users of wool, and therefore financially rnterested in obtam-
y1eld to the Senator from Montana? Ing a supply of this material at as low a cost as possible. In revis ing 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly; I yield. Schedule K the first thing is to fix the tariff rate on wool, which is the 
'lt..r CARTER M p "d t I ·u k h basis of the entire schedule of duties. This rate should be fair to the l.ur. . · r.. res1. en • . Wl as t e Senator from woolgrower and the consumer of wool goods, and should bear uni-

Iowa to take mto consideration this state of facts and favor us formly on all branches o! the wool-manufacturing industry. The rate 
with his views upon the basis furnished by them. When the on wo'?l must be fixed before it is poss~ble for anyo~e to frame a system 

•"ff d · 1867 99 t ~ th of duties on wool goods. For your guidance in fixmg the taril! rate on wool tan was passe in • per cen Oi. e woolen cloth- wool we want to submit the following statement, showing the quan t ity 
ing of the country was of carded woolen manufacture. Owing and value of the wool of classes 1 an.d 2 imported during the five years 
to a change in fashion and demand, the conditions have been so ending June, 1907, toget_her with the amount of specific duty collected 

th h f 85 t 90 and the ad valorem eqmvalent of that duty : far r.eve1·sed at we now ave rom o per cent of our Quantity, 426,036,605 pounds; value, $93,667,059; duty collected, 
cloth.mg made of worsted goods, and 10 to 15 per cent only of $47.559,548; ad valorem equivalent, 50.8 per cent. 
the so-called " carded woolens." There is probably not in this This statement shows that if the c.luty collected on the wool imports 

b · 1 •t f 1 th d f ·ded 1 for these five years had been ad valorem it would have been 50.8 per Cham e~ a smg e sm o c 0 es ma e 0 car woo en goods. cent. This n;ieasures tJ;ie protection the woolgrower has been receiving 
At the time the carded woolen manufacturers appeared before under the Dmgley tal'llI on an ad va.lor em basis. The importa tions 
the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans of the House a gentleman have been confined to grease wools, on which the shrinkage did not ex-

"d. ' ceed 55 per cent, running as low as 15 per cent, the average shrin kage 
present sa1 · being about 40 per cent. An ad valorem tariff on wool will remove 

completely the inequalities by which t he carded woolen industry is 
burdened and the worsted industry favored. If these advocates of this disappearing form of manufacture will 

stand up, I venture to say that every one of them is now wearing a 
sui t of worsted woolen clothes. 

And, strange to say, that proved to be the fact. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. But General Grosvenor seemed to have 

a suit of woolen clothes. 

We also desire to call your attention t o the fact tha t if the complete 
remedy for the inequalities in the wool t ariff is not applied by the 
adoption of ad valorem duties, a partial remedy is available by levying 
a specific duty on the scoured weight. We ask that, whatever duty is 

on levied on wool, it be applied without the arbitrary distinctions that 

~fr. CARTER. Well, but he was a statesman out of a job. 
[Laughter.] 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. No; he was the representative of the wool
growers of the United States, proving that an excellent article 
of woolen clothes was manufactured for $10. I do not intend 
now, however, to go into the question that the Senator from 
Montana has raised, because there is no way to settle it, but 
I will wait a long time before I become convinced that in the 
climate which prevails in Iowa in the winter tinle, and which 
we get notice of two days in advance from our weather stations 
in l\Iontana, there is likely to be a very unanimous turning 

now exist between unwashed, washed, sorted, and scoured wools, and 
that the division into class 1 and class 2 be abolished . The cost of 
washing, sorting, and scouring is trifling and the ad valorem or specific 
rate on the scoured weight can be made to cove1· such cost. 

Either of the methods above suggest ed would ra ise the tariff rate on 
light-shrinkage wools to a point nt 'vhich all wools, including those 
heavy-shrinkage grades now excluded by duties i·i sin~ a s high as 800 
per cent, would be admitted at the same ta riff tax, and thus the wool
grower would obtain better protection than at pre::;ent. 

As a suggestion to yon in revising t he Dingley tariff on wool, its by
products, and wool goods, we respectfully call your attention to the 
following extract from the political platfo rm of 1908 , which stated the 
principle that should guide you in the tariff revision in which you are 
now engaged. 

"Jn ·nll tarilf legislation the true principle of protection is best main
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be-
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tween the cost of production at home and abroad, together with a rea- · l\Ir. WARREN. I have not the 'Slightest idea. why they 
sonable profit to American i:ndustries." sbottld pu:rsu~ my friend; the Senator from Iowa. 

Hates of duty on wool and its by-products that bear equalfy on an .ur. DOLLIVER... Ai·e you not president of that a.ssoci!l.tion '? branches of wool mamlfacturing and are satisfactory to ·0oth the wool- l.k.l 

gro-.Yet· and the American consumer of wool goods will be satisf:>-ct;ory JI.Ir. W .ARREN~ I am not. 
to us. A tariff on the manufactnres of wool based -on the prrnciple 1\It DOLLIVER You were: 
stated in the above contract will also be saJtisfa'ctory to us. When the '- · ·. · · 
rat e.s of duty on wool and ~ts by-products aio.e d~t.ermined lt will be pos· Mr. WARREN~ I am not connected with that association us 
slble to complete the revision of Schedule K. . an officer and I am not certain that I am even a member. I 

\\e want however to call your attention again to the fact that presume ]: may pay my dues. That privilege is usually offered 
Schedule K

1 

~overs a' wide l'.atrg.e oJ; ifabrics other than <!arded-woolen 
goods, and that the proper way to -complete the revision i's f:or ~ou to to the humble.st of shepherds. 
ennst the cooperation of all branches of the wool-manutacturmg mdns- .Mr. DOLLIVER~ That is a privilege which ought never to be 
try-wool growing, carded woolen. worsted. knitting, carpet, nnd ~elt- despise.cl.. :That is the attitude of 90,000.-000 people townrd 
under conditions that will make it impossible for anyone to ob.tam an the ,._-.. a .... "·rs "n.:i sh""ph""rds "t th1·s ...... our m· the -United States. unfair advantage, or fol' the dom~c indastry to be de.pri'Ved of a.de- •. .- """ -0. u. -.-. "'· ._.. .u. • 
quate protection. . . . Nerertheless, a hurry-up call was sent to the sheep raisers in 

We do not claim t_o . be less 'Selfish or less anxiou·~ 'to d"o busrn~ss Iewa .and other Western States a.skfng. tbem without loss of 
unde-r favorabie conditions than are those engaged lil wool growm..g . . . ' ' r· tt f l . t 
ol' the other bmnches of wool manu:factrrrin.g that .we have_ nam~ . . tIIDe to put me right on wooL _9ne of those ~ ~rs el . ~ o 
What we want to make clear to you is that, burdened l>y the rnequa~- the hands of the Sheep and Woolgrowers' Association, of Min· 
ties- of the present tari~ and _consci:ou C?f the. P?wer-i:u1 I?0P~lar tse~- nesota and was forwa.rd'ecI here to our honored colleague the 
ment in favor of the transaction of pobhc busm~ with Just1ee o- '· jlID.ior' Senator from l\finnesot..'l [:Mr. CL.APP], whose service to 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, feeling deeply as I do that the cause of a reasonable tariiI revision is everywhere .a.ppreci
this framework of wool duties, which has gradually taken on ated in the United Slates.. The Senator from Minnesota [1fr~ 
whnt appears to be pe.rmanent and final form ~or_ nearly ti~ CLAPPl d1d me the compliment to send to me the letter of the 
y·ears, is oppr--essi;e, burdensome, and unequal, rn it~ operation president of the Sheep Grc;wers· .Association, 'Of l\finnesota, l\Ir. 
as. between great manufacturing interests entitled m common l\fagnus Brown, a great farmer and a great thinker, for a good 
to the protection and guardianship of our laws, I um c?mpelled deal of the deep thinking of the United States ls d-One on the 
also to bec-ome a very humble spokesman for tll.-e ag;1cul_tmal farm, even more than many of as imagine. 
interests of this country, who are perhups as much mtere~ted Instead. of answering his letter at length he sent him a copy 
in this old schedule as any department of w-ool manuf:i-eturrng. of the remarks which I .had the honor to mak.e in the Senate 
I have felt it necessary, ho'!eyer, owing to th~ a:spei:SI~ns that some weeks ago, not pa.rtkula.rly for what I sak!, but because r 
ha'\'e been ca-st upon m~ political ch~ro~ter, "to o_c_casi~n:ally re- had included in my remarks certain statements of Mr_ Samuel 
turn to the s~atement tb_at I ~ w1thm the Republican fol~ Dale, editor of the Textile World Record, of Boston,. who in 
a,nd the old-time Republican fa.Ith. I cont~mplate .no attack my judgmen:t i.s the best nonpartisnn e.,'{pert upon all depart
on the sixth agricultural indrr.str! of Anlen~a. It 1s the one ment8 of wool and woolens in tfi.e United States.. 
point in ta.riff making upon whrch all p~rties can naturally I desire the Secretary to rea.d what tll.e president of th-e. 
a_gree. . . . Minn<"..Bota Sb.eep and Wool Growers' Association says in the 

Ur. WARREN. Mr. President-- letter to the Senator from Minnesota, and I want the Senator 
The PRESID~"'T pro tempore. D-0-es the Sena.tor rrom Iowa from 'Wyoming to listen to it, because this long-headed mftn 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? seems to think that there is a :more natural partnership between 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. certain kinds of wool out in the West and the worsted manu-
1\lr. W .A.RRE:N. Nobody, perhaps, knows better tlmn I. do · facturers of New England than there is between the ordinary 

the genuine Ilepublicanism of the Senator fron:i Iowa, or wnat woolgroweTs of Iowa and Minnesota and the Mississil)pi Valley 
feeling of interest h€ has in the farmer. He is a farmer, so and these same interesti.ng, people. 
am I. We are both farmers. _ . The PUESIDE1'~ JJro ternpore. The Secretary will read, if 
· Mr. DOLLIVER. You lire the greatest she-ph~ird smce Abra- there is no objection. 

ham. [Laughter.] - . The Secretary wad a:s follows~ 
l\lr. w ARREN. Just at this moment, while ih~ 'Senatu-r is 

addressing himself to paragraph .368, I want to say to him that 
it is the woolgrowers' interests that are at stake in that para
graph and not the manufacturers. Not one of these wa.stes 
Ii:rmed in this paragraph is necess:;µ-y to the_ carded-wool men, 
because it is all used by the worsted men before it leaves the 
machinery which creates it. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. I have never been able to understand, 
although the Senator from Wyoming and myself are both inter
ested in the sheep business-I on a very mod.est scale and he 
on a scale that will make his name historic-_ -

Mr. W ARRE.i~. I may say to the Senator I own no sheep.. 
! do not own a cow, or even a ·dog or cat. I own. nothing in 
the live animal line except one horse. It is true I have some 
interests in the way of capital stock: in live-stock companies, 
the same as I bave in other companies-industrial and railroad. 
I do not personally own a hoof of sheep or a hoof of cattle; 
only a horse which I sometimes ride. · 

Ur. DOLLIVER. I ha.ve been decetv-erl. 'about the mattet', 
,When the Senn.tor took me over that terrltory, he h.ad n..11 the 
airs of owne1·ship, and a_ffor~ed all those delicate hospitalities 
that coUld ·not have arisen in the heart of a mere renter. He 
not only e-xhit>ited to me these pastures and the~e flocks, but he 
confided to me much fine philosophy of life, both of men. and 
sheep. I remember he told me there was one pec~·ity about 
a sheep. He said a sheep does 11-0t seem to ca.re particul.arl_y 
whether it lives or dies. !Laughter.]' 
· Mr. W .ARREN. I am exceedingly gratified to know that I 
,was a.ble to teach the Senator from Iowa soruethlng be dld not 
know before. · I hope I may bave equal success in the course 
ot this debate. 

_ lUr. DOLLIVER. The Serra tor . ls not only able to teach me 
inany things but his generous. spirit has a sort of medicin3.l 
relation to the wounds I have received in this Chamber. See
ing, then, that we are both frirmer:s, and seeing that the Sena
tOr's anxieties appear to be in behalf of agriculture, I should 
like to know why the American Woolgrowers' .Association 
'filled the post-office with letters from Washington to my con
stituents, telling them to hurry up; that .Senator DoLL~ had 
·gone wrong on w0ol. 

· Itbn. MosEs E. CLAPP, 
Was1d.ngton, IX. a. 

THE MINNESOTA SHEEP .AND 
WoOLGROWE.Rs' AssocIATION~ 

Farmington, Minn., May 29, 1909. 

DEAR Sm : Replying to yorrrs of 25th, wm say that I feel indebted to 
you for sending me Mr. DoL.LIVEit'S speecht.. which I take it for granted 
voices yout' own sentiments more or less . . .l f~~l, from I?Y own observa
tion that there has been a great deal of m1sinformati<>n gratuitously 
di&tributed by interested parties on th~ wool tarifl'.. 

The worsted people are necessarily interested in a high duty Oil ne>Us, 
· as they are a by-proou-ct which they no· not use. Of course we wool· 
growers are also interested in the duty on noils being fully protective, 
al.though we woolgrowers of Minnesota not so much so as the more 
western growers, as they produce a shorter fiber wool. This is why 
they and the worsted people work together, more or less at our expense. 
The worsted people must ha-ve long :wool, which we p1·oduce largely in 
Mi:nnesotu, while the carded people want short woo~. They are now 
introducing French combs to work a shorter staple mto worsted, and 
th~ French combs also work cotton and wool together in spinning, 
which bas not been quUe successful in the past. 

I feel that the only change I wouacL make in the tari:lf on class 2 
wools which we produce in Minnesota, would be to eliminate the joker 
in section 362 of the P:i.yne bill, which allows wool of the second crass 
to come in washed at the same duty that it does unwashed. The effect 
of the present scheme is to allow the worsted people to leave our wool 
on our hands until the foreign supply is exhausted. or until the grower 
become·s discouraged a.nd lets go his wool at the price offered. This, in 
a large measure, accounts for the errntic and violent fluctuations in fhe 
wool market. The market must always be in a ·starved condition to 
bring us a remunerative p'tice. You can readily see where the high 
duty ·on t<Jps and noils, -slubbing and roving waste, and the compara
tively low duty on washed second-class· wool gives the worsted spinners 
the advantage '()f us :and also the carded men. They kill two birds With 
one stone. · 

To smnmarize : 
I would suggest that washed wool of the second: class be put on the 

Sl{me basis as wn:s.hed woo'!. of the first class. 
That the adjustment between scom·ed wool and tops and scoured wool 

and noils, in the interests of the consumer, be put on a more scientifk 
and equitable basis. 

I would put the <duty on garnett:ed. waste (s-boddy) and shoddy so 
high that the Europeans would keep it, and if they sent us anything .. 
send us their good wcol. I am wllling to compete, climatic conditions 
eonsidered, with a European wool-grower. 1f public welfare demands it, 
bot I am not willing t-e compet.e with European ~pickers, not .even 
for the sake of .the carded-woolen manufacturers. we can not comp.ete 
with Australfa., New Zealand, and South America in the production of 
wool on even rerms. 

I think if you follow these suggesUon-s and tllen cut -0ut the thousan<l 
and ·one .little ~unning ,p.h11:aseolegies ·Of the schedule which give some-
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body a monopoly and advantage, you will satisfy the woolgrowers of 
Minnesota and you will see sheep husbandry grow, as it should have 
done long ago, in Minnesota. 

Yours, truly, M.AGNUS BROWN, President. 
P. S. Please send me about 100 copies of DOLLIVER's speech in franked 

envelopes and I will distribute them amongst the boys; it's good. 

Mr. WA.RHEN and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield, and to whom? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. WARREN. As the Senator from Iowa asked my par

ticular attention to the letter, I will say there is very much in 
the letter of which I approve. In fact, I find no fault with any 
part of the letter, except that the writer has evidently not been 
in a woolen factory often enough to fully appreciate the dif
ference between garnetted waste and rngs and shoddy. The 
difference is that garnetted waste is a refinement of wool, which 
is worth about two and a half times as much as the best washed 
No. 1 wool, while the shoddy is simply rags, clothing that has 
been worn out, picked to pieces and washed out clean, and is 
a sort of second-hand wool, and short, poor wool at that. So 
I say the writer of the letter, when he speaks of prohibiting 
rags and shoddy, is right. When he speaks of garnetted waste, 
he evidently is not informed. 

In 'speaking about second-class wool, if the Senator will allow 
me, I want to say to the Senator and to the Senate that there 
never ·has been entire satisfaction on ·either side regarding 
Schedule K. There has never been perfect satisfaction regard
ing any other schedule between the importers, manufacturers, 
producers, and consumers. The growers of wool have always 
said that as to second-class wool, if it was to be an important 
factor there should be duty levied upon it at different rates, un
washed and washed. But the fact is there is so little of it-it is 
usually washed on the back of the sheep-that it does not be
come a real factor in competition with other wool. I want to 
say further--

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN. Just a moment, please. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Right there, does not the fact that it is 

accessible to these people at 15 cents on the scoured contents of 
a pound of wool act as an automatic brake on the price of sim
ilar. wools in the United States? In other words, do not people 
who would buy corresponding wools here turn away from this 
market place the -very moment it becomes profitable to import it 
upon the payment of 15 cents on the scoured pound? 

Mr. W A.RREN. The price of foreign wool is always regu
lated by the price of scoured wool laid down here duty paid. 
The consequence is if any class of wool bears a rate of import 
duty that allows it to be laid down here to advantage, im
mediately the price of the wool abroad increases. 

Another thing. That class of wool is only grown upon mut
ton sheep-animals raised for mutton first and wool second. 
They never reach above about 7 per cent and often go down to 2 
per cent and a fraction of the total consumption of wool in this 
country. · 

I know the Senator wants in whatever he may do to see that 
the woolgrower is fully protected. I am satisfied of that. But 
his remarks-and I say this for his information-are addressed 
to a paragraph where every single denomination of waste 
mentioned-and waste is a misnomer-where everything men
ti<ined in that paragraph, 368, is a class of wool, a refinement 
of wool that directly stands in competition with washed wool, 
or, rather, scoured wool; and to depress that is to depress the 
American woolgrowers' product. You might as well take off 
half, or more, of the duty on No. 1 wool-even two-thirds-as 
to reduce any of these wastes. The unfortunate part and the 
unreasonable part is that it is not a carded-wool proposition. 
These wastes, so called, are all used by the wo.rsted men, who 
create them. in manufacturing yarn for their own product. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. Sl\!OOT. Referring to the letter just read, I wish to call 

the attention of the Senator to the fact that there is one state
ment which is hardly borne out by the facts, and that is this: 
He claims that the western wools are so short that the worsted 
people can not rise them; that they use the long wools of the 
.Middle West. Over 75 per cent of all the western wools are 
used by the worsted manufacturers of this country. It is true 
years ago, before they had improved the combs, they could not 
use the short wool, but to-day they can use short wools, and 
nearly all the wools raised in the western country--

Mr. WARREN. The Senator need not except any. They 

can all be combed. I have some samples which have been put 
into tops--

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. I was going to speak of the yery 
best and finest goods in this country. 

.!\Ir. DOLLIVER. I am going to have those matters discussed 
by those who can speak with real authority about them. I 
desire now--

1\fr. SMOOT. As far as the real authority is concerned, I 
have been in the wool business and handled these goods for 
twenty years, and that is a great deal longer than l\fr. Dale 
ever handled them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is your mill in operation now? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; and I can tell the Senator, if he wants to 

know, just why it is not. He is trying to legislate here on a 
proposition that can not be successful, because of the fact that 
to-day the American people are using worsted instead of wool
ens; and the Senator must know that that is the reason. 

When the carded woolen people appeared before the Finance 
Committee asking for some change in these schedules, I called 
attention to the fact that there was not one single man among 
them who had a carded woolen suit on. Every one of them had 
a worsted suit on. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is a Yery interesting thing. This 
· group of gentlemen were pretty mad when they came away from 
the interview with the honored Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Do you mean with the committee? I was only 
a member of the committee. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They said the Senator seemed somewhat 
unable to share the emotions which they themselves felt at the 
destruction ~of their industry. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can appreciate just as much as they ~an 
the conditions that exist to-day, and I Jmow that those condi
tions are most unfavorable. 

.!\fr. DOLLIVER. It is rather a broad proposition ..to lay be'
fore the Congress of the United States-that proposition which 
the Senator from Utah laid before the most widely distributed 
and honestly capitalized department of woolen manufactui.·es 
in America, employing more people than any other. 

l\fr. SMOOT. As far as the widely distributed manufacture of 
woolens to-day is concerned, the great bulk of them are worsted, 
and the only' ones that are complaining that I have heard of 
do not represent more than 470 sets of cards out of a total of 
4,500. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They complain that they have lost several 
hundred mills as the recent years have gone by-among others 
that which the Senator from Utah operates. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to the fact that there can be no adyantage as far as 
class 1 aud class 2 wools are concerned, for the worsted manu
facturer can not take ad-vantage of the purchase of either 
that the carded woolen people can not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is exactly what they say, and they 
say the worsted brother has done so. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I did not say that. I said they could not. 
As far as the second-class wools are concerned, the Senator 
must know there are only about 7 per {!ent of the second-class 
wools imported into this country of the tofal amount of wool 
imported. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have promised to put into my speech the 
exact statistics about that. · 

l\fr. SMOOT. Does the Senator deny it? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I am going to give what I myself think 

about that. The honored Senator from Wyoming has broached 
that matter gently to me once or twice, and I have stated that 
as the debate progressed I will discuss it, but I do not want to 
go into it now because I have not the figures with me. I did 
not expect we would go into it quite so early this morning. 

I was saying that these carded woolen manufacturers from 
.l\Iaine and Pennsylvania and every place else felt the cold chill 
of the Senator's philosophy on the wool tariff as they Jeft the 
Senate Office Building, and _they were not concealing their re
sentment. The .substance of what the Finance Committee's 
spokesman told them was that while their situation was des
perate, nevertheless nothing could be done for them and nothing 
would be done, and they reported to their friends on the outside 
that the message they had from the committee and its spokes-. 
man on this question was that the true remedy for their troubles 
was to look up their mills and quit a business that had become 
obsolete and no longer worth anything to the consumer . 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator is referring to me, the gentle
men who reported to him reported a condition or circumstance 
that never happened. 

1\lr. DOLLIVER. I was undertaking to report accurately 
what they said, and I would not haye alluded to it at all except 
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it corresponds with what the Senator said on the floor-that 
they are in a failing business, a business doomed to failure, a 
business going down hill, which can not be helped; that their -
troubles were beyond relief; that all that can be done is to let 
them die peacefully. 

l\1r. SMOOT.- That is an exaggerated statement on the part 
of the Sena tor. I can not say and no one else can say but that 
next year the style of cloth wanted in this country will be 
carded woolens--

Mr. DOLLIVER. It never will be the style to intentionally 
select any other kind of clothes except woolens _in cold weather. 

l\fr. SMOOT. Carded woolens are woolen clothes. They keep 
out the cold just the same. The only difference is in the proc
ess of manufacturing the goods. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The ordinary man in the United States can 
not tell the difference between the two. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. The ordinary clothing manufacturer can tell. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The trouble is not that trouble which arises 

with respect to the fine turns of fashion and style and cut of 
clothes, but it is a more mysterious discrimination than that 
even. -

l\Ir. _WARREN. The. Senator right there will allow me to ex
press an opinion about the reason why they are not more fash
ionable. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I am, of course, delighted to have a few 
contributions _to the sum total of knowledge. 

l\Ir. W .ARREN. Worsted goods are woven with all wool 
both ways or with cotton warp and wool :filling, and the man 
who buys them knows just what he buys; there are no rags 
or shoddy or waste used in their manufacture except such as 
I ha·rn mentioned, and those are simply a refinement of wool 
while a very large proportion of the carded wool manufactured 
is made of shoddy, rags, flocks, mungo, and stuff of that kind. 

I do not say that all their goods are made in that way. They 
make some beautiful goods of all wool, but unfortunately all 
of the cheap wastes and rags of other countries that we let in 
here go into carded-wool fabrics, and consumers have found 
that out. When a man buys a suit of clothes made out of 
worsted goods, it is not full of rags and mungo and flocks and 
stuff of that kind. When he buys a piece of carded-wool goods
called "woolen goods "-he does not know what it is made of; 
he takes his chances. He may think he is buymg all good wool, 
but in a few days he may find a bag of flocks between the out
side cloth and the lining. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. There is one feature of this wool situation 
of a general character that has been interesting me for a long 
time. l\fen grow furious at the idea of a few pounds of gar
netted waste coming in, or noils or fabrics of woolen :manu
facture. Men talk and act as if this world, ·and especially this 
country, was overrun with woolen goods, whereas the facts 
are that the sheep-producing business has not kept the wool 
supply abreast of the growing population of the United States; 
and the fact is that if all the wool that .is produced in the 
country was put into all the clothes that are produced in the 
country, and if it had no other kind of-clothes, there would not 
be one available suit of clothes a year for each citizen of the 
United States. . 

·Mr. W .A.RREN. The Senator certainly does not mean that. 
We are raising between three and four hundred million pounds 
of wool per year in this country. -

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I intend to give my authority for that. 
· Mr. WARREN. Any a~th?rity that the Senator may give 
will have to be as I stated it, if the Senator takes the authority 
of the statistics and the census of the United States as recorded 
in the departments. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. The good Lord intended that there should 
be wool enough for people to wear. 

l\1r. WARREN. Then give the sheepman a chance to raise 
enough to furnish it, and do not permit rag waste and other 
substitutes to come in. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Scoured wool would come in here at a 
:figure-

1\Ir. WARREN. Why is not the sheepman now furnishing 
more wool to the world? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He is furnishing more every year. 
l\1r. -WARREN. As compared with the population of the 

country, yes. Mr. President, I surely did not suppose that the 
Senator from Iowa was opposed to an increase of population 
in this country. We glory in the increase in population. We 
are not the only country whose population is increasing. 
- Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well, then. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President--
- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

XLIV-185 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 

to the fact that if it had not been for the tariff act of 1894-we 
would have had many more sheep in the country than we have 
now. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I do not think it is wise for my friend 
to enter the domain again of speculative statistics. · 

Mr. SMOOT. I do know that during those years the number 
of sheep' in this country decreased-

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ten million. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. There was a great decrease. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. It will not take more than twenty ·years 

to recuperate against a loss like that. · 
Mr. SMOOT. There are more sheep to-day in the United 

States than we ever had. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. , I do not think you · can attribute any 

factor in the increase to something that happened twenty years 
ago. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Not twenty years ago. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Pretty near. The good Providence that is 

above our affairs expressly made wool indestructible, practically. 
He seems to have had a benevolent outlook upon the world 
which he had made and upon the children of men. He seems to 
have known that it was impossible by any law to get sheep 
enough in nations that were to be like the United States to give 
everybody the fair chance of a good suit of woolen clothes. So 
wool was made in its very nature indestructible; so indestructi
ble that if you look at rugs that are the most costly in America 
you will find some of them are five hundred years old, and some 
of them have been lying on the ground or the floors of tents in 
far-off lands century after century. All the wear and tear of 
centuries has not disturbed the fiber of which they are com
posed. Yet men are talking now very much as if rags were the 
offal clothing of the world and ought in some way to be made 
away with. I do not share that view. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Then the Senator is at variance with the 
text that he quoted from a woolgrower in Minnesota. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not state that I was _ in harmony 
with everything that was said there. I think the present meth
ods of making the duty absolutely prohibitory on rags has 
forced the rag supply of the Old World into England, from 
which rags are likely to come in the form of cloths, and which, 
sooner or later, certainly will be unloaded on somebody, and the 
price at which they have been sold has operated very much to 
the advantage of British manufacturers. I doubt very much 
whether these enormously prohibitory duties have operated to 
any advantage for our own people in the United States. , 

l\Ir. WARREN. Will the Senator permit me to say right 
there during this discussion that if he will note the market 
price of rags in this country in a trade journal which I will 
offer, he will find they start at about an eighth of a cent a 
pound---certainly the fraction of a .cent-and run up, in differ
ent grades, to 5 or 6 cents per pound? I do not suppose there is 
any lack of rags in the markets of this country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Rags in the United States have received 
the same fate as everything else. Does it surprise my friend 
from Wyoming to know that there is a rag trust in the United 
States? If _he will open the Daily Trade Record of February 6, 
1909, he will find under the head " Rags " an account of a 
meeting of the board of directors of the American Woolen By
Products Company and a statement that it has undertaken to 
·reach out into all the cities of America to gather up on the 
streets and in tailor shops the whole field of rag waste that is 
left in the country, to be doled out upon their own terms to 
these woolen manufacturers. Is that a healthy state of society? 

~Ir. WARREN. The Senatoi• surely has been seeing things, 
or some one else has. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I saw that, not in my mind's eye but in a. 
trade paper of the wool business of the United States. 

l\lr. WARREN. The Senator does not believe there is a rag 
trust when you find rag peddlers going about in every town 
and in the backwoods country all over the United States, pick
ing up rags and selling them at the nearest market they get. 
A rag trust at the present time strikes me as a bogey man. 

·l\Ir. DOLLIVER. It struck me as a little funny but the 
daily trade journal of the woolen trade in New York, ~iving the 
news of the trade, gave the names of the president and the 
board of directors, and the meeting at which they changed offi~ 
cers and reelected the board. It gave the name of it the 
American Woolen By-Products Company. ' 

Mr. WARREN. · May I ask the Senator, does he wish to lower 
the customs rates on rags so as to compete with the trust in this 
country, and so that we may have plenty of rags in our clothing? 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. I shall show before the dehate- -Closes that ..Mx. DOLLIVER. J .do .nnt _p11opose ito :take it oft .I .propose 
we have worn .plenty of..rags .Jn ,our clotb.ing under~e:Sltuation to .reduce it .so that tbose wllo _produce it will ·atso .have •R· 
we now ezti'oy. little mercy 1n selling it. 'nlat is all 1 am talking about. 

Mr. ·CUR'illS. Mr. Eresident-- Mr. WA.RR.EN. ..Mr . .Presillerit, will the Senator .allow me? 
·The PRESIDENT pro 'tempore. Does the "'Senator 'from Towa Mr. DOL"LIVER. Oertainly. 

yield to the Senato1· from Kansas1 Mr. WARREN. I think .the Senator .said he wo.uld be sa.tis-
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. lied jf the:r.e were wool enotlgh 'here to .buy a suit .of clothes :for. 
Mr. CURTIS. "I anderstaod tbe Senai:or·to :say tbat 'the num- 1 eve1:y .man :once a :year. 

ber of sheep 'had ·decreased under the Wilson 1aw only 'ten . Mr. 'DOLLIVER. Yes. 
million. Mr. WARREN. Th~y .are raising that amount -0f wool, ·and 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That was-·just the recollection-- more, ·Of clean, ..new, pure wool. Now, as to this .matter of .rags 
Mr. CURTIS. The ·record shows that '!the _nuniber .decreased and Its -effect qpon wool. -:The Senator will rememb.er the 

over ·eleven million. W:ilson-Gorma:n Jaw of 1894, ana he will probably remember 
Mr. WARREN. T.he Senator :might go ·further ·than that. it was not especially intended to :protect the .sheepman .. or the 

{(;he n"U.mber !{lecreased ifrom over fifty .Jlli'llion to ·1i.bout thrrty- wool .manufa.ctmer. That .bill gave 'free wool, .and -yet, ~fr. 
six million. President, they put 15 per cent ad va1orem upon shoddy -an.d 

Yr. DOLLIVER. ~It depends ·a little .on the ·<1a'tes given. other wastes. .They were .caTeful eno.J:lgh .and thougntful enougll, 
,... even ·wnen n:ttach.."'ing ·the woolgrower and making llis J)roduct 
Ji.tine was only a 'fugitive ·rec-Ollection of an old ·speech that 1 free, to ,protect .Jn .some measmle the .consumer by ..Putting a· d.uty 
once made, I think, out in the country of the Senator from upon wa tes and .upon shoduy. 
Kansas. But, even with that duty upon wastes and shoady, and even 

Now, -~Ir. President, I :think we have roversta:tea 'and nag- with wool free, .the importations increased over 2,000 per cent 
ger:rted -the ·danger !to he ·wool inaustcy of 'the UniteO. States in one year ·atter ·the passage of ·the law ofl.894. We were m
in these ·elaborate prepara'.tions to guard :this market against porting annually in rags u.nd shoddy something 'like a quaTter
the a:pproach of these 'fh.i.ngs that are everywhere in -the world million _pounds, .and before the end of the first year .in which 
used .as ·a stibstitute-:for wool and ought to be used in 'the marm- tha:t law preva'ile.a. we were importing at the rate .of ..<YVer .17,000,
factlll'e ·of cloth. "Even in this ·despised ·shoddy ·there :is no 000 _pounds per _year, and this, too, with the 15 _per cent aa 
element of rags. ·The chemist 'has don~ iJiis work until 'he 'has rnlorem on hoddy and with wodl free. 
nothing left ·but the pll:re, clean animal fiber. :The only thing Ir. ·noLIIIVER. A few weelrs a_go, when I -v.en.tnrea to ex
about it is that it is a short fiber and 1iable, 1Ilore or less, ·to press ·in the Senate some -views n'bout this wool ,gchedule, .I en
destruction ·m :ordinary ·use-; but ·until we ·can ·get :a ·.su_p_p1y of countered ·a rather -peculiar storm of criticism. J: .thought in 
wool not ·orily equal to the business of ·giving ev.erybody at my :guileless inexperience ·that when the 'Republican party 
least one suit of clothes a year 'I :think we waste -n. ·good deal talked ab<Jtit r .evising the tariff "it -must certainly ha::v.e been "in 
01'. ·time ·fililng the B.ir -with -complaints aoout these 'Wa.Stes and · their ·minds that Lthis schedtile, which nas survived tor fffty 
by-products. I had my suspicions a'l."ouseil .a.bout ·u when I years _practicallY ·without ·uny Chuna-e-
found 'that these 'higll rai:es of •cluiy were not :so mucn i:ntenfied : ~fr. Wi\..Il.REN. Mr. Prestdent, I ·wish 'to say to The Sena
to keep the substitutes for wool ·out ·of the :Country as -:they · to.r that that ·statement Irii;ght be true ,as a general :proposition. 
were intended an.a are 1operating ·=to enable a ·certain Class of .There ts one of :tJ:re wastes for -wnich the Senator 1s Pleading 
woolen manufacturers to ·unload 'their waste ~by-products .on ±bat ·was Teduced ·rm per cent 'in ·fhe .Dlngley law .from the .Mc-
their .competitors at exorbitant prices. Kinley 1aw . 

. Mr. ·SMOO.T. Yr. President-- :Mr. DODLIVER. Mr. !President, these wastes .in manufac-
The "PRESIDENT pro 'tempore. Does iJie ~Senator from Iowa 'turing ·yarns can not be ·so iJIU>ortant a'fter an. ·They .cer-

~eld to ·the -Senator from Utah? i:.ainly can not 'be .as im:portmit as -:this English washed wool 
·rrrr. DOLLIVER. Certain1y. and ·canafil:m wool, ·wmch my -:friend 'has .dismissed as un-
Mr. SMOOT. 'So 'far as my knowle<lge 1Jf eonfiltions _goes worthy of any further discussion. 

and of 'those interested :in this ·subject, I :will Bt'Ite that the Mr. w .A.HREN. One of those wastes amounts in each year 
reason they want to keep ·out to,p waste, -roving -waste, 1Dld slub- tto several 'times the total ;nmmmt uf importati.on.s of No. ·2 
bing waste is for the ·-very purpose .. of ·having "the American ··wool; just one .Of 'those wa:stes. 
people use the Amertcan wool, because Jf ±hat ·class uf wastes '.Mr. DOLLTVER. T was, of course, 'Confused a little when I 
8.'l'e ~mirortea they ·aisplace just that many JlDmrds of -wcml. -found myself turned on by our great:party leader in.the Senate 
'The Senator 'himself "!mows that under tn-e law -of 1883 ·the and fo:und ·tne ·RECO.RD .littered .up ·wifh a lot of old speech-e~, 
rates on -w.astes -were so low that the_y ·even numufactm·ed top Democratic in their origin ·an.a ,purpose., maile Ji.ere -years ..ago. 
in 'England and -shipped them here. I say ·to ~e Senator 'Ilow 'I uo not know whetller 'the S:ena:tor :intenaed to accuse me ·of 
that top waste is worth more ·in 'the market tth.a:n a :scoured ·stealing these speeches .or B"I.nwiy ·tonowing the iCl.eas ·that were 
pound of wool. suggested in them. Tu either case I .thought it w.a.s .a very c.u:ti-

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is 'it -worth more than noilg1 ous proceeding to 'leave the impressinn :upon the .senate that .I 
Mr. 'SMOOT. Top waste 'is worth more than noils and, 'Mr. was exploiting llere some Taw, crude views that ·ha.a "been lefi 

'.President, to:p aste is carded-wool "With all the .suostan.ces other over in an old deb.ate in the Senate •of the Unitea States, 1n 
than wool in it 'taken out. w1I.ich nemocrntic J.ea.d.ers mainly bad pa:rticipatea. So ..I ha:ve 

Mr • . DOLLIVER. H~w does .it :become :a waste.? taken ithe liberty to reduce to writing a .. conversation w1th ,the 
1\lr. SMOOT. It comes through .carding. It runs :fbrough . editor of the .TeA"tile World Record, of Boston, w..ho began his 

different ma:-chines, pa-ssing through the .cards :to .the .comb. life on a farm, .continued it in every stage of woolen manufac
Every 'time :you 'handle the wool there is ifill aililitional waste. -ture in ·the .greatest mills of New ~gland, and :finally, in the 
There ·is no manufac.tm·ed article wher.e so :mncll w.aste is .made development of .extxaorilinary lm.owleoge of .tne subject, came 
1n the :mamtfacturing .as that of woo1-lrom ·::woOJ. .to .cloth. -to be the editor oI the traae journal of the woo1 .manufacturillg 

Mr. DOLL'IVER. 1\lr. Pr-esiden.t, I Jllil ~still of the .opinion ;world of America, ..and, .as J have . .mme thnn once descl'ibea 
that we shoulCI get enoug'h wool into this •country, either .from him, 'he is tlle most reliable nnd least .:partisan e:x;per.t on these 
the backs of om ·own slleep or from other sources, :to .give each questions now living in .the United .states. 
man, especialJy those of us who li:ve in cola climates, one gooCI, 'I want ,to 'have .read ..at fhe Clerk's Ilesk what .lie ·said, be
" square " csuit _of woo"len . .cJothes 11 .yeai:. If -we had 'fha.t situ- cause it is a series of questions and answers, .and if Sena.tors 
ation I wotild regard the m;.gument :agamst :the 'introduction who are listening so .kindly to ..me wil~ Jisten ie him ..they will 
of these by.iprooucts from other ·conntrie-s "With a "litt1.e ·more Jn- ! -get a good dea1 ·more light on this subject 'than they will ac
terest than I do 11Ilder 'the sitmrtion that no.w jprevails .. in .the quire either from this .desk, or from .the desk ef the Senator 
United States. · 'from uta'h, or that of the Senator from '"Wyomlng. l ask that 

'.Mr. SMOOT. The Senator I.rom l:owa, .:as :1 .nnderstand Jiis this dialogue b.e read. 
position, is in :fa:vor of protecting the woo~growe:r. T~ ER'ES._r:qE~T pro ·:tempor.e. illhe ·.Secretary will read, if 

:Mr. ·noLL"Iv.ER. .Surely. :there :be no_ o"bJ.ection .. 
Mr. 'SMOOT. Then, Mr. :President, -1 want to cfilillls atten- Mr.. SMOOT . .. May_ I-- . 

tion to the "fa.Ct that if _you lower .the -rn.tes u_p.cm 1rop waste, · Mr . .DOLLIVER. .B.eca..use 1the amendments which I have 
Slnbbing "WRSte, and "roving -waste, evei:y ~Onnd -Of :that waste offered .a.re sng~ested Jzy the wisdom whl~ is suggested by this 
that enters this country will take ;fhe .. Place '°f so .many ;p.ounas great textile editor, and they ·a.re .ll.Ot inspired ;fr.om au_y Demo
of American wooi, and -you .might just ·~ wen ll_a:ve no duty . era.tic sources, because this .man is one . . of. the leading Ilepu_bli-

. upon the greased wo.ol ltself if :you .. are going to take :it .:o!f ' .. the ! .cans °.! ew ·Eng~nd, and as .a ;prot_e.c.tiorust :w..ho has Q.ef:e11ded 
Toving waste, ·the top w.aste, umi the :s1ubblng 'Wa·ste~ ! the faith Without rear and w1th.oltt ·r{lproach. 
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Mr. Sl\IOOT. I simply want to say to the Senator from 

Iowa that l\Ir. Dale was employed by the Merchants' Wool 
Company, of Dedham, l\lass., and remained there about two 
years and four months. Mr. Dale, with all of the protection 
gi"ven to the wool industry, has never made a success of it in 
this country. . 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. I do not now think; after my friend con
fessed a failure of his own woolen mills, he ought to be heard 
to disparage the business career of others. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. No; as Ieng as I was manager of the woolen 
mill it ran and never shut down, and within the last few 
years-- , 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. It is certainly just as becoming for an 
editor--

Mr. SMOOT. I ran the mill for twenty years. 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. It is just as becoming for an editor of. a 

great textile journal to be heard here, who is a nonpartisan 
witness in these matters, as it is to have our attentions directed 
to the judgment and opinion of a retired wool merchant, who 
has added the graces of statesmanship to the achievements of a 
long business career. 

.Mr. SMOOT. I want to thank the Senator from Iowa for 
his kind words, but I certainly did not go from the manufac
ture of woolens after making a failure of it to become the 
editor .of a paper to tell men how to run woolen mills. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. The Senator locked up his woolen mill 
and came to the Senate, and Mr. Dale seems to have retired 
from the woolen mill and gone into the editorial chair. I 
think at least from his own statement they stand upon a com. 
mon footing. 

Mr. :S:-1\IOOT. The statement made by the Senator is alto
gether wrong. I have been here in the' Senate for six years 
and more and the mill was run three years after I quit the 
management of it. When I did leave it I want to say that 
woolens were then in the height of fashion and we were run
ning night and day. We never closed the mill, and we could 
not furnish enough woolen goods to the customers we had. But 
at that time woolens were fashionable - and were demanded by 
the American people. I believe, as I said before, that it will 
not be long until they will be fashionable again, and then 
every woolen mill in Maine and every other State will be fully 
employed. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
l\lr. Sl\fOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON. Is it because these people have begun to use 

mercerized goods that they have abandoned the use of wools? 
l\Ir. S~IOOT. Of course the Senator knows that wool is not 

mercerized. There is no need of trying to answer the question, 
because I take it as a little pleasantry on the part of the 
Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
matter sent to the desk by the Senator from Iowa. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Before the Secretary reads, I wish to say 
I am very glad that the Senator from Rhode Island is here. 
I have no hope, I say, of being able to push my views upon 
the committee or upon the Senate, but I have a very grave 
anxiety that this schedule, which has remained practically in 
the same form for so many years--more than a generation
should be included in our scheme of revision of the tariff. If 
it i not amended in the Senate, if the House propositions are 
accepted, then it is not in conference. I have a hope, based 
upon my anxiety to solidify and harmonize our views, that 
some measure will be taken to give jurisdiction to the con
ference committee of the disputed matters in the woolen sched
ule, so that at their leisure and without the disturbance of debate 
and controversy they may sit down and make at least a few 
revisions along the lines which I have suggested. 

Therefore I am exceedingly anxious that the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who is engrossed with a thousand cares in the 
Chamber and outside, should hear not what I say, but what is 
said by this authority, the editor of the Textile World, who has 
carried into the subject his investigations into all departments, 
standardizing wools, examining them, and studying them with 
patient research now for more than twenty years. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I do not know the gentleman to whom the 
Sena tor refers. 

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. He is the editor of the Textile :World, of 
Boston. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I have never heard of him, but I have no 
doubt he is- an authority. 

1\1 . DOLLIVER. It is in the hands of the entire cotton and 
woolen trade of the United States, I believe. The newspaper is 

almost ·as_ large as your tariff bill, on account of the advertise
ments it carries in all- departments of textile industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is probably because I have not been fa
miliar with the literature on this subject recently, but I never 
happened to hear of either the newspaper or the editor. _ 

Mr. FLINT. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
place too much weight on this article of the editor. The Sen
ator from Utah, who knows him, states that he was formerly in 
the wool business and failed and left it to go into the newspaper. 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
Q. Will you state what the present _condition of the woolen manu

facturing industry is in the United States at present !-A. The worsted 
business is very prosperous and developing rapidly, while the carded 
woolen industry is very much depressed. This depression is due to two 
causes: First, the greater popularity of smooth, hard-faced finish for 
which worsteds are adapted; second, the fact that the carded woolen 
mills are excluded from access to the foreign wools adapted to their 
goods, while the worsted mills have a comparatively easy access to such 
sources of supply. These conditions have forced the carded woolen 
mills into idleness or to the use of wool substitutes and have stimu
lated the manufacture of inferior fabrics known as " cotton worsteds " 
ma<le principally of cotton yarn with a small amount of worsted. The~e 
cotton worsteds are attractive to the eye before being worn, but they do 
not protect the body against cold and damp and make a generally un-
satisfactory garment. . . 

Q. What materials are open to the manufacturer of carded woolen 
cloth besides new wool ?-A. There are noils and the wastes from the 
manufacture of wool, ~nd ~he material commonly known as "shoddy," 
which is made by tearing rnto a loose, fiufl'y, fibrous mass suitable for 
reworking into cloth the tailors' clippings and the woolen rags that are 
collected around the country. 'rhe use of tbese materials is essential 
because the supply of new wool is entirely inadequate to clothe th~ 
people. As careful an estimate as I have been able to make from the 
best statistics available shows that if all the wool grown in the world 
were converted into cloth, without the admixture of any other m::;.terial 
and distributed .pro rata among the people who inhabit the globe outsid~ 
the Tropics, where very little wool cloth is required, the annual per 
capita share would be 14 ounces of pure wool cloth. The production of 
wool in the United States, if divided among the people of the United 
States, . would amount to practically the same quantity-14 ounces-of 
pure wool cloth for each person. This is little more than enough for a 
breechcloth. The ordinary light-weight cloth weighs about 14 ounces 
per yard, 55 inches wide. A suit of clothes requires 3~ yards. A man's 
share of the wool clip is, therefore, enough cloth to make a light-weight 
suit every three and one-half years. 

Q. What effect ~n t1:1e cl<?thing, pedding, and household furnishings of 
the people has t~s situation which you describe produced, and what 
would be its ultimate efl'ect upon the woolgrowing industry ?-A It 
has deprived the people of an adequate supply of wool clothi~.,. bian
kets, .and other articles <?f wool. It J;ias compelled th.e use of 'i':i.ferior 
substitutes for wool, which do not give the protection against damp
ness and changes in temperature that is afforded by wool. It has 
forced manufacturers to reduce the weight of all-wool cloths so that 
these goods, although made of wool only, fail to give proper protec
tion to the wearer. The pro]libitory duties on wool wastes noils 
and similar materials restrict the mills to the comparatively 'limited 
domestic supply of these materials, so that the goods made of ,wool 
substitutes are much inferior to what they would be if a supply of 
tbe better grades of wool substitutes were made available by an equita
ble duty on these materials. The prohibitoi·y duty on the heavv 
shrinking wools and on wool substitutes suited for the lower-priced 
goods and the low duties on the light shrinking wools suited for the 
higher-priced goods make it dlfficult to produce warm and durable wool 
garments at a low cost and at the same time facilitate the production 
of the high-priced cloths. My judgment is that these conditions will 
ultimately bring the tariff on wool and wool g-oods into such popular 
disfavo1· ·as may result in the violent removal of all duties on wool and 
its substitutes. as was the. case ~n 1.894, and that, therefore, the ulti
mate efl'ect of these conditions is llkely to be very injurious to the 
domestic woolgrowing industry. 

Q. You spoke of the manufacturers of carded woolens being driven to 
the use of certain waste and by-products ; you mentioned particularly 
noils. Taking the sample of English wool which we have here and 
which you say enters at 12 cents a pound washed, and pays a' duty 
of only 15 cents on the contents of the scoured pound, owin.,. to its light 
shrinkage, I will ask you to trace that wool from the condition in 
which we have it here to the cloth or dress goods for which it is adapted 
stating as you go along what waste arises in the various processes of 
manufacture.-A. The first process is scouring. The waste from scour-. 
ing wool runs almost ~nvari~bly to waste in the st~eam, so that it need 
not be taken into consideration. The next process is carding; the waste 
here ls a very small percentage of the weight of the wool, and its value 
is low, owing to the· dirt and grease clinging to it. The next process is 
combing, which divides the wool into two parts, the long fiber called 
"tops ' ' and the short fiber called "noils." The noils can not be used 
by the worsted mills and are therefore sold a.s a raw material for the 
carded woolen mills. The tops are converted into worsted the prncess 
after combing being drawing; a comparatively small quan'tity of slub
bing waste is produced in this process. The drawing process converts 
the tops into roving, and in the last operation of drawing a small. 
quantity of roving waste is made. Tbe roving is spun and twisted into 
yarn. During this process and in the subsequent operations of spoolin.,. 
warping, and weaving a quantity of yarn waste is made. This is ru'n 
through a garnett machine which converts it into a loose fibrous mass 
known as " garnetted waste." 

Q. These wastes are, therefore, a sort of by-product in the manufac
ture of worsteds, and .do not arise in the conversion of wool into 
woolen· goods ?-A. Wastes are made in the carded woolen manufacture 
but they are of a different quality and character entirely. ' 

Q. What becomes of these latter wastes ?-A. They are used over 
again by the carded woofen manufacturer·s. 

Q. Now, if · I understand you, these wastes, noils, slubbing wastes 
roving wastes, and garnetted wastes are sold by the worsted factories 
to the carded wool people ?- A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. What are noils worth now a pound ?-A. Prices vary widely with 
the quality and state of the market. They vary from 15 to 50 cents 
per pound, and some perhaps higher. 

Q. What are these nous worth abroad?-A. I recently received a 
large number of samples of noils and worsted waste from Bradford, 
England. Following is a list of them, with prices, at Bradford : 

Memornndum of i:>rices of foreig·n noils, tuaste, and shoddy. 

d. Cts. 
2540. Crossbred 40s noils----------------------------- '6i=12~ 
2541. Crossbred 40s noUs------------------------------ 7 =14 
2537. Crossbred 40s noils------------------------------- 7§=15 
2534. Crossbred 44s noils------------------------------- 8i=l6l 2536. Sliped New Zealand noils ____ ..;_____________________ 8l=l 7 
2535. Crossbred 46s noils------------------------------- ~!::i~t 
2539. 50s noils---------------------------------------- " 2 

2533. Lister-combed English noils------------------------ 10 =20 2532. Lister-combed . English noils _______________________ 10~=20l 
26. Australian crossbred 56/58s nous ___________________ 1151!::2331 ~ 

27. Australian Botany noils--------------------------- " 2 28. Cape Holden's dry combed noils _____________________ 16l=33 
25. Australian 80s noils------------------------------ 1'1~=35 3155. Carded light waste _______________________________ 11 =2~ 

2880. Medium olive~ medium shoddY-------------------. H=~~ 
2990. Wd. carb. llgnt shoddY---------------------------- 11 =

22 2785. Wd. medium black shoddY------------------------- 11 -
2469. Fine fancy comforters, shoddY---------------------- 8 =16 

2. Dyed black-brown mungo__________________________ 4i= 8~ 
3. Dyed green mungO------------------------------- 4~::'. ~§ 
6. Green chevlots, shoddY---------------------------- 3 .. - ,. 
4. Dyed black-brown cheviots, shoddy________________ St= 6i\ 
1. Dyed green medium worsteds, shoddy_______________ 4 = 8 
5. Dyed light green medium worsteds, shoddy___________ H= 9 
7. White merino noils------------------------------- 14~=29 
8. English blanket noils------------------------------ 10 =20 

i~: !~~~ ~~n~===================================== ~:~if~ 12. English Down noils------------------------------- 10~- ! 13. Pulled white hosiery waste _________________________ 10~=2§ 
14. Colored hosiery waste----------------------------- 11?! =2 
15. G1·ay hosiery waste-------------------------------- 10 ~=20:.. 
16. Colored waste, carded______________________________ 6?;=13 
17. White waste-------------------------------------- 10!=20~ 
18. Gray waste, carded------------------------------- H=15 19. White Botany waste _______________________________ 17~=35 
20. Colored crossbred--------------------------------- 9~=19 
21. Colored Botany_L------------------------------- 19~=39 
22. Carbonized black serge, pulled---------------------- 3i= 7 
23. Carbonized black worsted-------------------------- 4~= 9 
24. New black worsted, carded------------------------ 5!=10~ 

NoTE.-The trade discount on noils, 7 to 12, inclusive, is la per cent, 
payment one month; also on tops, from 13 to 21, inclusive, t~rms net. 

• • • • • • * 
Q. I wish to talk with yon a little about the framework of Schedule 

K, as it relates to the specific duties applicable to the w~ht of cloths 
a.nd dress goods manufactured here. Have you ever studied the que -
tf.on of whether the multiples of 3 and 4 by which this compensatory 
duty on cloth as related to the duties on wools of the first class has 
been calculated for so many years ?-A. Yes; I have. 

Q. I would like to know what conclusions you h~ve reached about 
that ?-A You will find my conclusions in this article, " How much 
wool to make a pound of c'loth? " No tariff on wool goods should be 
based on a ratio between grease wool and finished cloth. As well might 
one attempt to fix a ratio bet\ye~m iron ore and w.atch .springs. ~o wool 
manufacturer attempts to estimate the cost of his fimshed fabrics from 
the cost of the grease wool. Such a basis would result in gross errors 
and ultimate bankruptc7. In buying grease wool, the first considera
tions are the amount o scoured wool that the grease wool will yield, 
and the intrinsic worth of the scoured fiber. About twenty years ago I 
made an extensive test to determine the shrinkage in manufacturing all
wool cloth and the result was that 1.54 pounds of scoured wool was 
required for 1 pound of cloth. The ratio between the grease wool and 
the finished cloth varies widely because of the difference in the shrink
age of wool in scouring. During the four years I was making the test 
referred to I used many different lots of wool which varied widely in 
shrinkage. ' This variation of shrinkage is illustrated by 6 lots of grease 
wool which in scouring shrank 76, 69, 62, 47, 35, and 16 per cent, re
spectively. Calculating the ratio between these lots of grease wool and 
the finished cloth from the ratio of 1.54 between the scoured wool and 
the finished cloth, we find the following ratios between the grea e wool 
and the finished cloth: 6~, 5, 4, 3, 21, and 1~. This shows plainly that 
no single ratio can be true of all kinds of wool. 

Q What do yon say, then, of the scheme of fixing these compensatory 
duties as this bill does, on the ratio of 4 to 1, and in the lower grades 
of 3 to 1? How does that work out ?-A. It causes great inequalities 
In the tariff especially because the ratios named are applied not only to 
goods made of all wool, but to goods made of mixtures of wool and other 
materials. 

Q. What do you say, then, of the scheme of fixing these compensatory 
on account of the wool duty, when in point of fact little or no wool 
appears in the cloth which he makes ?-A. There is, of course, no reason 
for compensating a manufacturer for duties paid on wool that is not 
used in the manufacture of the cloth. The 4 to 1 ratio between grease 
wool and cloth is correct only for all-wool cloth made of wool shrinking 
60 to 65 per cent. As a matter of fact, no wool shrinking as much as 
that ls imported into the United States. The specific duty of 11 or 12 
cents a pound on grease wool forces manufactm·ers to con.fine their 
purchases of foreign wool to the light-shrinking lots. Consequently, the 
Dingley and Payne bills compensate the manufacturer for wool duties 
which be has never paid. The defenders of the 4 to 1 ratio sometimes 
seek to justify it by referring to or paraphrasing Senator ALnnICH's de
fense of it twelve years ago. Thus one of them recently said to me: 
"We need compensation at the rate of 4 to 1 because our fo.reiITTJ. com
petitors use these heavy wools." The large amount of grease and di.rt 
in the heavy-shrinking wools is no advantage to the foreign manufac
turer. Wool cloth is made fr<?m the wool fiber, not from wool grease 
and dirt. There can be no justification for compensating for wool duties 
that have not been paid. 

Q. I have no purpose to expose any. branch of the woolen manufac
turing business of this country to inJurlous foreign competition, nor 
any pm·pose to take away from the woolgrower a fairly advantageous 
protective tariff; but I have been wondering whether a more equitable 

basis for the assessment of compensatory duties can not be found, and 
the result of my reflections upon it has led me to prepare some amend
ments to the S.enate bill running through the schedules of cloths and 
women's and children's goods, so far as they can be made applicable, 
by which it is proposed to preserve the ratio of 4 to 1 between grease 
wool and cloth, and 3 to 1 where that ratio appears, and make the com
pensatory" duty applicable, not to the weight of the cloth, but to the 
weight of the wool contents of the cloth, which I am informed, can 
be accurately determined by the analytical bureau connected with the 
appraiser's office. Have you ever reached a conclusion upon that sub
ject ?-A. I have, and was going to suggest that very thing to you ; 
that it is easy to distinguish wool from vegetable materials, and that 
if that were done it would go far toward correcting the inequality 
resulting from the 4 and 3 to 1 ratios. It, however, would still leave 
the inequalities resulting from the wide difference in the shrinkage 
of wool in scouring and also from the different shrinkages in the con
version of the scoured wool into cloth. The shrinkage from the scoured 
wool to the finished cloth Is by no means uniform, but varies some
what on different fabrics. 

Q. I have caused several calculations to be made of the effect of that 
change In the law. I find no case in which it appears to increase the 
existing rates of duty; but on the other hand, it materially reduces 
the rates of duty, particularly upon the ordinary grades consumed by 
the masses of the people, both of woolen cloths and dress goods. It 
eliminates · from the woolen schedule rates of duty which are appar
ently inordinately high, rising sometimes to 150 per cent, and brmgs 
all duties on manufactured woolens substantially below the present 
rates. What eft'ect, in your judgment, would such slight reductions 
as I have indicated have upon the rates from the standpoint of ade
quate protection? In other words, what, in your judgment, should be. 
the maximum rates provided for the finished products of Schedule 
K ?-A. 'l'he extremely high rates on wool goods which you mention 
are due largely to the excess of the compensatory duty over the com
pensation actually required to cover the duty on the raw material con
sumed in the manufacture of the goods. Such excess is not needed to 
protect the manufacturer, and consequently the removal of that excess 
could not injure the manufacturer. The injury to him would result 
from a continuance of this excess due to protection concealed in the 
compensatory duties, as the high rates invite attack on the protective 
system. Lin:;iiting the compensatory duties to the wool contents of the 
cloth, as you propose, would reduce the excess, and therefore would be 
a step in the right direction. It would, however, still leave an excess 
of compensation due to the use of light shrinking wools of which less 
than 4 pounds is required for 1 pound of cloth, and to the use of wool 
substitutes, such as noils, waste, shoddy, and so forth. These wool 
sub titutes can not be distinguished from new wool in the finished 
cloth, and consequently would be returned as pa.rt of the wool contents 
of the cloth, on which the 4 to 1 compensatory rate would apply. But 
your plan would reduce the excess of compensatory duties and could 
not increase it in any case, and for that reason should be adopted if a 
better and more thorough method is not adopted. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to 

make a statement? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. WARREN. Mr. President, I only want to make one . 

observation as to the article (interview with Samuel S. Dale, 
editor of the Textile Record) which bas just been read; and 
that is, that it deals in the extraordinary rather than the 
ordinary. For instance, the statement is made that upon a 
double width of cloth it takes 3! yards to make a suit o:f 
clothes and that it weighs 14 ounces to the yard. That may be 
true of some suits of clothes for some men; but 3 yards to · 
the clothing maker is sufficient to make any of the suits that 
he makes, on the average, including the small and the large. 

Again, I doubt very much whether there is a piece of worsted 
goods upon any Senator's back here at present that will weigh 
14 ounces per yard. As to this suit that I have on myself, 
I weighed the cloth carefully before it was made; it was about 
as good as I could get, and it weighs but 12 ounces to the 
yard. It took a little over 3 yards to make it-po sibly 3!
and I run somewhat larger than the majority of men. 

When the question is asked about the waste, the Senator from 
Iowa asked if noils and slubbing waste, and so forth, are used by 
the carded-wool men, and he says " yes." If the Sena tor had 
asked if it was the usual practice for a worsted man to sell 
those wastes, except noils, he, of course, would have to say 
"no," for they are not often sold by the worsted men and are 
not usually bought by the carded-wool men, because they can 
not afford to buy them. The wastes, garnetted wastes, slubbing 
wastes, and so forth, as I 83..id before, are ~ refineme~t of wool 
that comes off in one process, goes back and is worked m another, 
and is just as good as the original, and is worth, pound for 
pound, as. much. , 

As to the price of noils, while I am not going to say 
that Mr. Dale, whose name has been used, would willingly 
state an untruth, undoubtedly a man interested in a bu sines is 
likely to use those figures which best suit his purpose. He 
quoted from the price of noils abroad. I will not say to you, 
l\fr. President; I will not say to the Senator from Iowa; I will 
not say to anybody that Mr. Dale gave the entire list of the 
prices of noils. He may have given it just as the firm abroad 
quoted it, but I have in my hand the latest market price of 
noils here. You may mark them in a range from one end to the 
other, from the cheapest to the highest, and this list gives 
the price of noils in Boston on June 5. We find they are quoted 
as low as 27 cents, 30 cents, 35 cents, and 38 <!ents, and yet 

( -
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they run as high as 67 and even 70 cents. The consequence l\Ir. CARTER. 1\Ir. President, the word " waste" implies in
is that the range for noils runs from 27 cents to 70 cents in feriority in quality, and the natural implication to be drawn 
Boston. Of course, the range is in proportion abroad. Yet from the phraseology of this paragraph would be that the form 
the statement submitted does not show the high-priced noils. in which wool appears as slubbing waste, or top waste, or 

l\Ir. SMOOT. And, Mr. President, that is according to the roving waste, or ring waste, or garnetted waste represents a 
grade of wool that is in the noils. quality of wool inferior in character to the scoured wool. It 

Mr. WARREN. So I want to ~ay, without casting any re- must be borne in mind, in considering this paragraph or the 
fiection upon Ur. Dale, that he has, in the matter of noils and committee amendments proposed to it, that the Senate and the 
in the matter of cloth and in the matter of wool, undertaken in House are in agreement on 11 cents per pound on unwashed 
bis paper to attack the manufacturers and show that the com- wool of the first class. It must also be taken into considera
pensation of 3 to 1 and 4 to 1 is wrong, and yet, according to tion that the various definitions preceding paragraph 365 have 
his own figures, he shows that it takes 6i to 1 in some cases as been adopted by the Senate as they came from the House. 
a compensatory duty. It is important, in attempting to fairly pass upon the amend-

He gives the shrinkage of wool in that statement. Why, Mr. ment of the Senate, to determine the quality of the waste re
President, the shrinkage of wool will run all the way from 1 ferred to as compared with the scoured wool. The bill provides 
per ceb.t to 90 per cent, but that is not an average. I have seen that, as to the first-class wool in the grease, 11 cents per· pound 
wool where there was 18 per cent shrinkage in washing, and of duty shall be assessed; first-class wool, washed, 22 cents per 
again where it was not over 10 ~er cent, an.ft other cases where pound; first-class wool, scoured, 33 cents per pound; or; in other 
there was ~early 90 per cent ~hrmkage. I have seen wool tha,t words, 3 pounds of unwashed wool are taken as the equivalent 
would shrmk 10 per ce!1t, possibly, ·or 12 per .cent; but I subn:it 1 of 1 pound of scoured weol, and 1 pound of washed wool is 
that those are not fair statements as applied to the general regarded as the equivalent of 2 pounds of unwashed wool. This 
market or. to the. general. product. classification or definition of the relation is based upon the 
. The. shrmkage m wool is w~ll known. Th:e carded-wool men. theory that the wools of this country of the first class prac
m their sta~ement to the Pr~s1dent, have said that the wor~ted tically shrink two-thirds in scouring, and will shrink one-half 
men are usmg wool that ShrJ?ks 14 per cent. They kno'Y JUSt in the process o.f washing on the back of the sheep. 
as well as I know that t~ere is n?t WO_?l enough of that kind t~ In order, therefore, to determine the relation of the wastes 
last the worsted manufacturers m this country for .one wee~. described in this amendment to either the washed wool or the 
They_ know, furthermore, that that wool does not go mto mens scoured wool or the wool in the grease, it is important to ex
~lothmg. _They know t~a.t that wool com~s over here_ and goes amine the process of manufacture. I have here, Mr. President, 
mto luster goods a~d braids, and so forth' n.nd they know that a series of samples. The first [exhibiting] shows wool in the 
the wools .that go mto _worsteds are br01.~ght f:o1:1 South Ame~- grease, upon which the duty is 11 cents per pound, made so in 
tea and from other pomts, and that their shrmkage seldom, if this bill by concurrent action of the two Houses. · 
ever, goes below 32 per cent, and from that up to 66 per cent. . . . . . 
So it is begging the question, when this position ·of the carded- The second [ex.hibitmg] is the scoured article, upon which 
wool men is put before us, to say that the worsted roan gets in we ha Ye agre~ to. place. a duty ~f 33 cents a pound. For the 
his wool for his manufacture at 14 per cent shrinkage. purposes of this discussion,. I will refer only hereafter to the 

Again, when this anangement of ratios was :first established, ~coured wool ,:md the relation thereof tC! ~he ':arious so-called 
· as stated by the Senator from Montana, it was established by by-produc~s. This ~coured w2o1 [exhibiting] ~?-the process of 
the carded-wool men themselves; and it has remained that way manufacturmg what is called worsted goods is carded and 
without very much change ever since. If it is unfair now to combed, and ,~he P~,ocess of car.ding and combing evolves what 
the carded-wool men, then it was unfair when they sought to ~e know as tops, wool in this refined form [exhibiting} and 
have it made rn long strands. 

It is said ~gain that the worsted men construct their goods In _order. to produce these tops the pr2ces.s ~"!- carding and 
from No. 2 wool, as if they could not do it from other wool. I combmg ellminates what is known as n01ls -short. fibers 
have here, and will show it before we leave this question. about carded ~d combed out of the scoured wool. These n?ils, ~O
as mean a sample of tag locks as r ever saw in my life, and in gether WI~ ~ertain other refuse. mat~er .of a very mfenor 
almost every year of my life I have seen ~heep shorn. That grade, consisting of every kind of unpurity m the scoured wool, 
sample has passed through a Noble comb and the product is amount to abou~ one-sixth. ~f. all the weight of th~ scoured 
top and noils the s~me as if it were No. 1 or No. 2, only of a wool. So that this top [exhibitmg] repre~ents ~he purified f?r~ 
lower grade. I assert that there is not 1 per cent of the wool of the scoured wool, all noils and other impuritie~ bemg ebmi_
raised in this country that can not go into worsted top and nated from the scoured wool to produce the tops m the process 
noils and that does not go into worsted because while heTeto- of manufacture. These tops are finally advanced into what is 
fore they only had combs that took the v~ry long wools, we now called "slubbing" [exhibiting], whic~ merely mean~ another 
haYe the Heilmann comb, and we have the Noble comb. stage of advan~e toward yarn. In rollmg these tops mto balls, 

All this talk about waste and noils, all of this making faces if you please, ,.it occurs that the l~ngths do not always come 
at No. 2 is nonsense, because there are no noils of any conse- out eyen, and m order that the lengths may be made e'V'en the 
quence in No. 2. Noils arc simply short wool the fibers of which o:r;eratives tear off pieces from the end [exhibiting], and that is 
a.re not long enough to go into yarn for w~rstefu!. When you called " top waste." It is the same identical material as the 
take the regular long No. 2 wool there are no noils of conse- tops. It is free from noils, and it is free from all the impuri
quence. Only one-sixth of the wool ·goes into noils, even of ties contained. in the scoured wool. The noils and impurities 
ordinary short wools. The tags that I shall show later were make up one-sixth of the waste of the scoured wool. 
shrunk 80 per cent in scouring, and in making top yielded 37 We have agreed to place 33 cents per pound duty on the 
per cent noils. They are simply short pieces of wool, and look scoured wool [exhibiting], and yet the Senator from Iowa 
like the rakings of the yard. They are clipped from certain thinks we should preserve proportions by taking this refined 
portions of the sheep. product of scoured wool ana giving it a duty of 20 cents per 

Mr. CARTER. l\Ir. President, I inquire the present parlia- pound. 
mcntary status of paragraph 365, and likewise paragraph 366 Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, if the Senator will permit 
as amended? Have both been adopted? · me--

Mr. WARREN. Those paragraphs have already been adopted l\Ir. CARTER. I am glad to. 
up to para.graph 368. l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Is it not true that the wool out of which 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those have all been agreed to. those tops was n:iade is liable to come in here with a duty upon 
Mr. CARTER. Then, with reference to paragraph 368? the scoured contents of a pound very much less than 33 cents? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the paragraph under l\fr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will address myself to that 

consideration, to which an amendment is pending. feature of this schedule a little later. There is a virtue in the 
Ur. CARTER. That is the amendment pending, and the contention of the Senator in that behalf. It is inherent in the 

amendment to which the Senator from Iowa directed his atten- effort which always obtains to secure an agreement between 
tion. contending forces. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, so that-- This is what is known as the "slubbing waste" [exhibiting]. 
Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator desire to 1'fOCeed? The slubbing is the same identical quality of wool as the top. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I had just yielded the floor to the Senator This has advanced just one stage further toward a yarn than 

from Wyoming. the top. In the process of forwarding this slubbing to yarn it 
Mr. w .ARREN. I would say I simply asked the Senator from occurs, just a.s in the other case, that certain strands are now 

Iowa to yield to me for a moment. and then found of unequal lengths, and pieces are left on the 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I very gladly. yield to the Senator · from coils in order to make uniform lengths, and the pieces thus re

Montana, but I desire to retain the floor for a moment or two sulting, longer as a rule than the others-that is, the top 
after he is through. waste-become known as "slubbing waste." 
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This slabbing waste, as I say, is of the same quality as the 
top waste, and both the top waste and the slabbing waste are 
superior in quality to the scoured wool. The Senator would 
place only 20 cents protective duty on this refined article in the 
same bill in which by common consent 33 cents per pound is 
pronounced a necessary protective duty on the raw article out 
of which this was made. 

The same is true of garnetted wastes and the various wastes 
referred to in this amendment. I will not detain the Senn.te by 
going through the various wastes-the ring waste and the rov
ing waste and the various wastes presented. 

A little beyond the slabbing waste comes what is known as 
the roving waste. That is yarn in the initial stage, after pass
ing from the form of slabbing. This [exhibiting] you will 
observe is a coarse yarn. This is called " roving," and in the 
course of trimming these rovings down into yarn, the single 
yarn, which is the refined product, and the 2-ply yarn, which 
is a little coarser, there is worked off a certain part of this 
slabbing, and that becomes known as "roving waste." It does 
not change in any sense or degree in quality :fTom the material 
of which the top and the slabbing wastes are made. It is 
equally refined. It happens to be eliminated in the process 
of manufacture. The Senator would have us place 20 cents 
per pound as an alleged protective duty upon this refined 
article, while insisting that 33 cents per pound is a necessary 
duty on the scoured wool. 

I am not now dealing with noils, be it known. These noils, cut 
out of the scoured wool, constitute about one-sixth of its weight, 
and I am informed that this product is worth only about 60 
per cent· of the market value of scoured wool. It is a shorter 
fiber, but .useful; not in the worsted manufacture, because the 
fiber is too short for use in that class of manufacture, but it 
does become useful in the manufacture of so-called "carded 
woolens," and is a by-product sold to the carded woolen manu
facturers. 

Not so, sir, with the so-called "waste," called "slabbing," and 
''top waste," because the slabbing waste and the top waste are 
each in regular order and without any considerable expense 
thrown back into this long strand known as " tops " and run 
through the mill again until they end up in yarns and finally in 
cloth. 

Mr. President, we are confronted with this situation by the 
proposal of the Senator from Iowa-either the 33 cents per 
pound duty on the scoured wool is too high or the proposed pro
tective duty on the refined product of scoured wool is too low. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President--
Mr. CARTER. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from 

Iowa. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I used to think that the duty on scoured 

wool was 33 cents a pound. I got that notion from reading 
the statutes, and I find that the statute has made that kind of 
an impression on several other good people. But a little 
association with people who have become accustomed to paying 
these duties and understand the mechanism of the market as 
well as the mechanism of the tariff bill has con¥inced me that 
the duty of 33 cents a pound on scoured wool is a mythical 
sort of thing. · 

The actual duty, the actual amount of money that it costs a 
man to get wool into this country is not based upon that rate. 
It is based upon the shrinkage of the wool. If a man brings 
in a wool that shrinks 70 per cent, he actually pays 36i cents 
as duty upon the scoured contents of that fleece, and if he 
brings in here wool that shrinks only 20 per cent he actually 
pays only 15 cents a pound on the scoured contents of the fleece. 
Therefore I hope the Senator from Montana, who is now getting 
along in years, will not spend the remainder of his great career 
in laboring under the hallucination that that statute has fixed 
the amount that it costs people to get a scoured pound of wool 
into the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. I have heretofore taken occasion to state 
that there is an element of virtue in the contention of the Sen
ator from Iowa in that particular. It is true, undoubtedly, that 
the 33 cents per pound is guaranteed as a protective duty on 
the scoured wool only where the wool shrinks 66! per cent, or 
thereabouts-66 or more. Certain wool shrinks less than 66 
per cent, some as low as 30 per cent, and possibly some wools 
lower than that still. 

This classification or fixing of the proportions is of ancient 
origin-as old as our legislative history goes. In 1867 a tariff 
commission reported on the proper basis for the wool schedule, 
and the due proportions of duty to be laid on the wool in the 
grease the washed wool, and the scoured wool. That commis
sion r~ported that the wools of the United States did shrink 
then as they do now, substantially 66 per cent. That is not true 

of all, but true of the great body of clothing wool known as 
" merino wool." Certain wools which shrink le s are brought 
into our market and substituted for the first-class American 
wools to some extent, and to the extent that the ubstitution oc
curs, it proves injurious to the American woolgrower by reduc
ing the nominal duty to a lower actual duty than that contem
plated by the law. 

But there is another view to be taken of this. First, that the 
low-shrinking wools of Canada and England are not generally 
used in the manufacture of worsted goods. But, as stated by 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], they go, as a rule, 
into the manufacture of certain lustrous fabrics and do not 
compete with our clothing wools at all or witb the worsted goods 
to any considerable extent. 

One test which may be applied in the midst of the wilderness 
of contentions is the test produced by experience. We do know 
that under the present arrangement of these schedules the 
woolen industry prQspered in this country from the enactment 
of the law of 1867 until it was changed or made applicable to 
different conditions in 1883. 

Under the tariff of 1883 the domain of the American wool
grower was invaded by foreign competition to such an extent 
that our flocks were, as they always are under evil conditions, 
sent to the slaughter. Under the McKinley bill, which cor
rected the defects of the law of 1883, the number of sheep nnd 
the pounds of wool of American origin gradually increased.. 
Under the Wilson tariff law our flocks almost disappeared in 
open competition with the world. The cutting down of the 
flocks was cruel, constant, and disastrous to the American 
woolgrower. 

When the Dingley bill was passed we observed an immediate 
return to a steady increase, and if this increa e is continued 
for the next ten years, we will be producing in this country 
every pound of wool required. for the clothing of the American 
people. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If it will not disturb the Senator I should 
like the cooperation of the Senator from Montana to get an . 
adequate protection on such wools as are produced on the farms 
of the Mississippi Valley, and those who are expert in the mat
ter tell me, inasn;rnch as our wools are the Engli~h wools, this 
failure of Congress to put them upon a plane of equality with 
the clothing wools has operated almost fatally upon our wool 
industries, as was stated in the letter which I had read from 
the president of the Minnesota Woolgrowers' Association. May 
we have the cooperation of the Senator from Montana fa put
ting clothing wools and combing wools upon the same basis in 
this tariff law? 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator needs cooperation in placing 
the so-called second-class wools in better relation to the pro
tective tariff, I will be glad to cooperate with the Senator. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Our trouble is this: We have these Eng
lish combing wools for sale. People come from all over the 
country to buy them or we send them to the wool markets for 
sale. Tliey buy them, but they never pay us more for them 
than 15 cents above the London price of similar wools. The 
result is, whenever we think we are going to make money, 
when there is a scarcity of or a special demand for wool our 
prices rise gradually, but when it reaches 15 cents above the 
level of the London price the demand for our wool ceases alto
gether and our customers turn their attention to the London 
wool marlrnt, thereby creating what one of our oldest farmers 
describes to me as an automatic retarder of the price of the 
wool we are raising, a. retarder that is working night and day. 

Mr. CARTER. The class of wools referred to by the Sena tor 
are produced from mutton sheep. ·rhey are produced from 
flocks near the market, and are a coarse grade of wool and of 
limited use. I would be glad to cooperate, however, in a move
ment which would give the American farmer raising these mut
ton sheep all the protection he needs to develop that great in
dustry in competition with the outside, on favorable terms 
fixed by our tariff laws. 

I think it is a matter of very grave importance, aside from 
the production ·of wool, to maintain a healthy growth in the 
raising of sheep, because the mutton sheep is one of our staple 
sources of food supply, as well as a reliable source of supply for 
our clothing. I would be glad to see on every farm in this 
country a band of sheep as a guaranty not only of clothing 
wool but of a meat supply; and as an assurance that the soil 
of the country would be bettered by running the sheep upon 
its pastures. . 

But I desire to ask the Senator how he expects to benefit the 
raiser of mutton sheep by putting the wool of this refined qua1:. 
ity at 13 cents a pound lower in the tariff scale than the 
scoured wool? 
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l\fr. DOLLIVER. Until a man knows-- propose to spend another mii:mte operating on even the judg-
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr; CUMMINS in the chair) . ment of good m:en when figures· are available. 

,Will the Senator suspend, in order that the Chair may state I wish to make another proposition to the Senator from l\Ion
what he· under tands the situation to be? 'l'he· Senator from tana. We are here together in tlie presence of this great legis
Iowa [l\Ir. DOLLIVER] has· the floor, and he yielded tempOTarily lutive assembly. Suppose- I should offer an amendment placing 
to the Senator from Montan-a [Mr. CARTER]. the duty on wool and hair of the first and ~econd classes in one 

l\lr. CARTER. That is correct. paragraph, to be estimated, levied, and paid according to the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It i:s all right if it is und·er- shrinkage which would occur in scouring such wools, the ascer-

stood by Senators. tainment of such shrinkage to be made under such regulations 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Th:e Senator from Iowa will nut seek to as the Secretary will prescribe and levy duties like this. What 

recover the floor e~cept upon equitable terms with the Senator would the Senator say to it? On wool and hair of the first and 
from 1\.fontana. second classes, shrinking 65. per cent or more, 11 cents a pound; 

l\Ir. CARTER. · I am under many obligations to the Senator shrinking less than 65 per cent and not more than 55 per cent, 
from Iowa for his in<lulgence. 13 cents a pound; shrinking less than 55 per cent and not more 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. It is no use to talk to me about what the than 45 per cent, 16 cents a pound; and so carrying the shrink
duty on that scoured wool is until you tell me what the shrink- age down with the proportionate assessment, · until finally upon 
age of th~ material out. of which .it was made actually was. sh.rink.age less than 15 per cent th.ere shall be levied 33 cents a 
lt is not worth while to, waste our time talking about 33 cents pound. What would the Senator say to that? 
a scoured pound. The duty put on the scoured contents of Mr. CARTER. l\Ir. President--
that fleece- was determined entirely by its shrinkage. F.or ex- Tfie PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowu 
ample, that wool came here· unwas~d at 12 cents a pound, and yield to· the Senator fi·om Montana? 
it had a very slight shrinkage after tha:t. and the duty paid on l\fr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
the scoUI'ed contents in the fleece was not 33 cents a. scoured l\fr. CARTER. To that I say that, in my judgment, if the 
nound, but b.etween 14 and 15 cents a scour~ pound. And yet basis proposed by the Senator from Iowa were presented as an 
on that ' wool, my honored :friend, the Senator from .Montana.., 01·iginal proposition, it would be infinitely superior from the 
would insist that when it rises to the dignity of a top waste it woolgrowers' standpoint to that now provided by the: statute~ 
ought to command 33 cents a pound. But I wish, with the Senator's indulgenee, to say why, in my 

Mr. C.AR'l'ER. Thirty. opinion, it is inexpedient to give adherence to that proposed . 
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. Thirty cent~ a. pound. He might just a:s· amendment now. 

well say 50. It bea:i;s no actual relation; and that leads· me In. the first place, paragraph 365~ which fixes the duty at 11 
to say that I desire--- cents on first class, and 12 cents- on second class, has been 

·l\fr. WARREN. lli. Presid.ent-- a.ppro"fed by the Senate as it came from the- House. :Pre.ceding 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the· paragraphs ·have been adopted by tlte- Senate as they came to 

Senator from Wyoming? us providing. for the relation to. which I have referred between 
Mr. CARTER. It is for tile Senator from Iowa to say. wool in the grease or washed wool and scoured wool at 11, 22~ 
1\fr. W ARREl~. I me.rely wish to make one observation. and 33 cents. 
Ur. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 1\fr. DOLLIVER. When weire those amendments ad.opted.?. I 
l\fr.~ WARREN. I want to say to. the Sena.tor :from Iowa that did nor agree to that~ 

this repetition over and over again: that these products are Ir. CARTER. I understand when we went over the bill the 
made from wool which shrinks 15 or 16- or 14. per cent is en- Senate agreed to those paragraphs. 
tirely erroneous. It can not be true. Only a small percentage,. Mr. DOLLIVER. With unanimous consent to reopen any 
as I remarked before, less than 6 per cent-- paragraph that anybody desired. 

l\jr. DOLLIVER. Yes; my friend did :remaTk before- Mr. CARTER. r suppose that could be done, but aside from 
f l\Ir~ WA.UREN. And that is true. a. mution to reconsider, let me· suggest to- tl)e Senator the reason. 
; l\fr. DOLLIVER. Uy friend remarked before-- I represent; with my colleague~ the largest woel-producfug State· 

l\fr. WARREN. It matters not how many times it may be in the Union. 
:r.epented. Mr. WARREN. I beg the Senator's pardon, Wyoming--

Mr. DOLLI.VER. My friend remarked befo1~e· that the per- l\lT. CARTER. · I know, but the figures are against Wyoming. 
centage of these wool wastes and weol substitutes irnporte\lJ was· Montana leads al1 the States m the production of wooL 
as great as. the wool marked " second class." · Mr. w ARREN. I will sa:y to the Senator that the figures of 

l\lr. WARREN. What is that? the department. show that out of three yeaL's that was true of 
Mr. DOLLI.VER. I understood my friend to say that the .Montana in one yeru.·, and of. Wyoming in the other two yea.rsr 

wool waste impoL'ted equaled in value the am<>unt of wool of But there is very little difference, I will say to the Senator. 
class 2 that had been imported. There is a. diffe:r:ence of less than 2,.000,. I think,. in the number 

Mr. WARRE...~. I did not make that observation, but I recorded. 
quoted the price in this country of noils as reaching, in some Mr. CARTER. Wyoming has been doing handsomely, follow
cases, as high as 70 per cent. But I did not make tbe state.- ing our ex.amp!e,. and I am very happy to kinow that. The adop
ment the Senator gives. tion of the amendment proposed: by the Serra.tor from Iowa 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I understood the Senator from Wyoming,. would throw this entire wool schedule into eonferenee. 
in his effort to emphasize the importance of these wool wastes. Mr. DOLLIVER. Would not that be an easy thing? 
and his effort to belittle the importance of class 2. wool, to say Mrr CARTER~ It might be a:n easy thing to throw it. in, but 
these wool wastes were a more important element in the. wool I do not know what would evolve from a conferenee. We do 
market than the second-class wools themselves. irnow that under the present la:w this great industry of supreme. 

Mr. W A.RRE:N. I stated that in quantity the noils- them- importance to all this. country is prosperous; that our flocks 
selves amounted to more than the entire product imported of are increasing in: number; that they have increased from about 
second-class wools. 37 000,000 head of sheeD in 1897 to about 60;000,000 head now; 

Mr. DOLLIVERr And that led me to observe that the Esti- th~t our wool clip has run from something like 200,000,000 
m:rted Revenues-- pormds ·within the last ten years up to· 311,000,000 pounds a.nnu-

l\Ir. w ARREN. I did not say imported, but' the amount used ally. The increase has been healthy and continuous under the 
here in this country. existing law, which we- hope to reenact in the pending bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I ha:t"e no figures about that, but I know With the fate of so many people, the fate of this great indus
there were 0;807,394 pounds of wool of class 2 imported: into try, hanging in: the balance, I, for one, do not propose to cast 
the United States in 1907. . the whole responsibility and practically the whole po'\ler to 

l\lr. WARREN. Yes; there was more than th.at, :r will say •. control this entire matter in the hands of any conference com-
to the Senn.tol'. mittee, if I can help it. 

fr. DOLLIVER. Then the Sena:tor corrects the official fig- Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, on the theory which the 
ures of the Government. Senator frqm Montana has stated I have found a great deal of 

l\fr. WARREN. Ne· I will say furthermore that there- were comfort for my own heart. He thinks it would be all right to 
less than half a milli~n pounds of noils imported in the same- more adequately take care of the sheep in all tll.e i\Iiddle West. 
year. But my observation· as to the amount that we:i;it into He thin.ks thai; schedule that I have propose~ is infinit':-1y better 
consumption in this country is that there were more noils than than the old schedule, and yet. he fears that if the box is OJ?ened 
second-class goods. you can not tell after· the things are out whether you will be 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I do not know what sourees of information able to get them all back in. I should like to ask him at what 
the Senator has on that pointr I wiSh. I could get to .some defi- period in the-· history of the Untted States it is to be done? 
ni:te- ftgur.es. The Senator's judgment is good, but I d-o not This tariff schedule has escaped on tfiat theory· for nearly fifty 



2952 CONGRESSI ONAL RECORD- SEN ATE. JUNE 8, 

years. When in the evolution of free institutions upon this 
continent is the time likely to become opportune for opening this 
schedule, as my friend has just opened the wool casket behind 
him and, picking out with some intelligence, brought it up to a 
modern day, picking out the things that have grown obsolete, 
reducing the things that have damaged the husbandry and have 
nearly destroyed the greatest and most influential branch of 
woolen manufacture in the United States, which have brought 
here the protests of the knitting industry of America? 

When, in the history of this country, is the time likely to come 
when it will be possible to reduce this schedule without taking 
up the details of it as some of us have suggested here? Are 
we to be forever placed upon this old schedule, now half a 
century old, simply because the conference committee under 
our. rules is liable to put things in and leave things out in a 
mysterious and complex manner that .is hard to understand in 
advance? 

Mr. CAilTER. Mr. President, I am warranted in hoping 
that the time will come when we may have placed upon the 
statute books a better classification for wool than that which 
now -exists. This hope is born of the advance made by the 
Senator from Iowa, for in 1897, speaking of the identical 
schedule which he now would amend if he could, and if he 
could it would be well, the Senator from Iowa made some 
observations in the House, and they are so apt as indicating 
the progress of the Senator's mind and the basis of qiy hope 
that I will ask the Secretary to read them. 

The PUESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
SE...."'iATOR DOLLIVER ON THE DI GLEY LAW, DELIVERED DURING CONSIDERA

TION OF PRES~T DINGLEY LAW. 

The proposed bill reclassifies the clothing wool, notwithstanding the 
statement of my friend from Colorado [Mr. Bell] to the contrary. It 
puts in the class of clothing wocl all the wools of the world that can 
be used for clothing wools, and it restores the protective rates of 1890, 
in order that the American flocks may not be further scatter ed and in 
order that agriculture may enter upon and possess this half-occupied 
field of domestic production. The existin~ law was ingeniously framed 
to give cheap wool to the factories, and it accomplished that, inciden
tally putting most of them into the hands of a receiver. [Laughter.] 
Therein lies a double aflliction on the American farm, because no rate 
of duty, as my friend from South Carolina ought to know, is worth 
anything to the farmer unless the factories of the United States are 
busy, since the American clip must either be sold in the United States 
or kept over as a souvenfr of legislative stupidity. [.Laughter.] 

The woolen factories of New England, which my friend from South 
Carolina talked about, n ever asked for free wool, and they accepted it 
with doubts and fears; nor is it too much to say that all their fears 
have been realized, for the statement made yesterday by our honored 
leader [Mr. Dingley] as to the effect of this legislation on the farm and 
factory and on the Treasury is fully corroborated by the official reports. 
It was intended only to slaughter the sheep ; it has operated to slaughter 
the factories and to slaughter the Treasury. They said that the price 
of wool would be kept up by the activity of the mills and the revenues 
of the Government would be kept up by the activity of the custom
house. Their theory is as beautiful as any dream that ever grew in 
the imagination of man. We were not only to hold our own, but we 
were to go out with our free-wool cloth and divide with Bradford and 
Chemni tz the job of clothing the naked inhabitants of the earth. 
[Laughter.] 

That was the theory. What has actually happened may be stated 
in a few plain words and figures. Ten million sheep driven to the 
slaughter; 80,000,000 pounds of American wool displaced in our own 
market; the importation of cloth multiplied by 2 ; half the woolen 
mills idle and locked up, and the other half on scant wages and short 
time; the Treasury of the United States 21,000,000 shy [laughter] ; 
our choice and select gentlemen disporting themselves in German, Eng
lish and French clothes, and the rest of us shinning around in over
coats purchased during Harrison's administration. [Applause and 
great laughter.] 

Mr. M.A.ou rnE. If the gentleman will permit a suggestion, would not 
the remedy for that be to do away with the civU-service rules ? 

Mr. DOLLIVEB. Possibly that might help in the case of some of the 
gentleman's constituents. [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen, we propose to 
stop the slaughter of American flocks. That is the first thing. We 
propose to reopen the doors of the American factory; that is the sec
ond thing ; and we propose to put $40,000,000 into the Treasury every 
year instead of $20,000,000; that is the third thing. What we have 
done we have done in the face of the world and before the eyes of all 
men and I tell you right now that, so far as I am concerned, I wel
come the lightning calculators of the Democratic party to begin their 
figuring on the McKinley ad valorem [laughter], and I will t ell you 
a nother thing, gentlemen : Your sympathy for the poor man com
pelled to work a week for his clothes and another week to get them 
out of the custom-house has grown somewhat stupid and ridiculous in 
the glare of experience_ 

l\Ir. CARTER. The Senator from Iowa, of course, would re
peat that speech to-day, because I do not question nor do I 
wish to have anyone question his loyalty to the party or his 
loyalty to the great body of American woolgrowers on farm and 
ranch, but I do feel that since in 1897 the Senator approved 
the schedules of the present law, his rather pronounced ad
vance in the science of framing a tariff bill as far as the wool 
schedule is concerned shows that in the future a sufficient 
number of Senators may become qualified by study to frame a 
scientlfic if not a perfect wool schedule. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, of course I appreciate the 
compliment which the Senator from Montana pays to me ill 

saying that in the course of ten or fifteen years I have been 
able by diligence to pick up a few practical notions that I did 
not have twenty years ago. 

I regret, however, that the Senator from Montana seems to 
be oblivious to the kind of tariff revision we were indulging in 
in 1897. We were revising the Wilson tariff law, which had put 
wool on the free list, and my remarks were directed to the effect 
of that proposition on the flocks and the factories and the 
Treasury. 

I will say another thing to the Senator from Montana. I 
have not only in that time acquired some new notions about 
what ought to be done in these matters, but I am glad to see 
that my friend from l\fontana seems to have acquired prac
tically the same notions, although he is afraid to let them out 
of the front yard ·by night for fear that they might be set upon 
by the wolves of the conference committee. Our ideas do not 
seem to differ enough to get up much of a joint debate. I be
lieve that he is more afraid of the conference committee than 
I am. 

Not only have I succeeded in acquiring some little knowledge 
about these matters since the Dingley tariff law was framed, 
but I have also acquired a rather more generous interpretation 
of the industrial and commercial situation of 1897 than I was 
accustomed in those days to put into my speeches either in the 
House of Representatives ·or upon the stump. · 

If I were called upon now, in the calm light of twelve years' 
reflection, to say that putting wool on the free list resulted 
in closing factories and destroying the flocks of the country 
and ruining -the business of the country, I should hesitate to 
do it. It is a very wise man who can tell what was the cause 
of the industrial depression which burst in a panic upon the 
United States in all departments of its affairs in 1893. I have 
become atisfied that we, as Republican partisans, finding the 
argument too convenient, have exaggerated the relation of the 
tariff controversy to that great industrial crisis. It always 
was a little difficult to connect the panic of 1893 with the tariff 
act of 1894, in view of the fact that the event seemed to pre
cede the cause in such a way as to put almost any ordinary 
man upon suspicion. So I am not going to discuss that ques
tion except to say that we have ah"eady had two or three mis
takes inade in this bill by misinterpreting the industrial con 
ditions of 1894, 1 95, 1896, and 1897. 

l\fy honored friend from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] the other day 
brought tears to my eyes when he was making his magnificent 
plea for putting a duty on certain mineral ores, because he said 
under certain tariffs the mines were shut. We ought to know 
that the mines were shut, not because of certain particular 
tariffs, but because the business of the country and of the world 
was l~mg prostrate in the midst of financial disaster up to that 
time unapp1~oached in our commercial history. While all these 
things entered into it, I do not think that it was necessary to 
a t tribute all of it to the tariff, and certainly not all the trouble 
that happened to lead and paint and the consumption of such 
merchandise to the little change that had ·been effected in tariff 
schedules some years before. And so the closing of these fac
tories and the falling off in the demand for sheep and a thou
sand things entered into it. 

He is not a wise man in the interpretation of statistics or 
commercial and industrial history who attributes to one thing 
a result of. world-wide significance, to the production of which a 
thousand causes, some of them too obscure even to observe, op
erated over a long period of time. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President--
Th~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Sena tor from Kansas? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. CURTIS. I wish to ask the Senator if he is not aware 

of the fact that while the sheep industry was ruined in this 
country, the importation of wool increased to the extent of over 
a hundred million pounds? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Oh, yes; after killing the sheep, before 
we could restore the flocks. I do not deny that putting wool 
upon the free list was a fatal error, injurious to the r;heep 
industry in the United States. I never want to see it re
peated. On the contrary, I offer here a proposition to enlarge 
and make certain the full measure of the protection which we 
have been laboring under the impression that we have been 
enjoying during the past twelYe years without actually getting 
the benefit from it in most cases. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. I have been listening carefully to what the 

Senator said about the effect of the panic of 1893-94, and S(lt 

J 
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forth. I think the Senator will agree with me that since the 
wool industry was established-and it is a very old industry
any attack on the tariff upon either raw wool or the manu
factures of wool has caused a diminution of the number o:f 
sheep. 

If the Senator has studied the statistics, he has found 1n 
every case, starting back before he and I were born, up to the 
present time, that the number of sheep have run down after 
every tariff act that affected unfavorably either the woolgrower 
or the manufacturer. So you can not argue away the loss of 
sheep that occurred between 1894 and 1897 on the premise that 
other business troubles than the admission of wool free entered 
into it. The fact is it takes only just one thing to drive the 
sheep down or up in numbers, and that is unfavorable or 
favorable legislation for wool and its product, and when I say 
its product I mean the manufactures of wool. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there is some sound phi
losophy in what the Senator says, and it is only part of the 
general drift of what I have been trying myself to say. We 
make an error, I think, in attributing the business disaster of 
the fiscal year 1908 to any one cause. Our Democratic friends 
find it very convenient to say that it was caused by prote~tion, 
or at least that protection was not able to prevent it, and tech
nically they are correct in the last statement. We claim noth
ing of that sort had anything to do with it, and so we bandy 
with one another explanations about great movements in the 
commercial life of the whole world which none of us under
stand. If I were called upon now to repeat what I said as 
an enthusiastic youth in the House of Representatives many 
years ago, I would blue pencil a good many of the explanations 
I gaYe there for industrial conditions which surrounded our 
industries during that far-off period. 

l\Ir. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. With a delight I have not experienced for 

years. [Laughter.] 
l\Ir. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator is always inter

esting, and· always will be; and he was never more interesting 
than when I last heard him in our own State make a speech for 
which we are largely indebted for the phenomenal majority 
which we received in illuminating all the arguments upon 
which McKinley was elected and upon which our great success 
was due at that time. He stated that he would wipe out, put 
a blue pencil through, the speeches that he made twenty yea.rs 
ago in his salad days in the House of Representatives. As 
a mature statesman, as the star orator of the party, traversing 
the country, making speeches in the campaign of 1 96, he made 
speeches which largely produced the result for which we are 
so gmtef.ul in looking back that they occurred. Would he pass 
a blue pencil through those speeches? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, when I spoke with the Sena
tor I was reported in very brief fashion to the effect, " l\1r. 
DOLLIVER " or " Mr. Dollinger " also spoke. I would be glad if 
I could get a blue pencil through that some time. [Laughter.] 

Now, l\fr. President, I am afraid I will be charged with ha v
ing occupied the floor all this time~ but I have not yet said 
exactly what I propose to try to do. I propose to present an 
amendment which will eliminate the unnecessary distinction 
between wool of the first and second class, and which will as
sess the duty upon wool on the basis of its proportionate 
shrinkage, the duty rising as the wool shrinks less, until at last, 
when it does not shrink at all, it stands at 33 cents to the 
scoured pound. I do not expect it to pass, but--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator from Montana 

[l\fr. CARTER] to say, when the Senator from Iowa presented his 
proposition, that he liked it better than the present law and 
would be glad to see it adopted but for fear of what might hap-
pen in the conference committee. Is that correct? . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes; that is what the Senator said. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was wondering if that was also the 

view of the-Sena tor from Wyoming [l\Ir. WARREN] and the Sen
ator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT]. 

l\ir. DOLLIVER. I think it is. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is, of course, and the Senator from 

Iowa, who has the floor and has the amendment, finds out from 
those two Senators that it is true that the only thing against 
the amendment is a fear of what might happen to it in confer
ence committee, we might arrive at a conclusion very soon. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-- -
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. · Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

\ 

Mr. SMOOT~ In answer to the Senator from Indiana, I wish 
to state that that is not the reason why I would oppo3e any such 
proposition, but the reason is that it is absolutely impossible of 
administration. That is one objection. Another is that to ad
minister it every pound of wool that comes into this country 
would have to be scoured. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President, just a moment. I wish to 
put a question. Then the Senator thinks the Senator from 
Montana, who is a defender of the wool schedule, was wrong 
when he said a moment ago that he liked the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa better than the present law. 

l\fr. SMOOT. He certainly was wrong, as far as my idea is 
concerned. I am going to tell the Senator from practical ex
perience what this amendment would mean to a manufacturer. 
I think that is the proper way to consider this question. 

Every manufacturer of woolen goods first wants to assort his 
own wool, and the success or failure of a woolen mill many 
times depends upon the assorting of wool. One man may have 
a half dozen grades; another man, a manufacturer of woolens, 
may have only three; another may have ten. The manufacturer 
wants to assort the wool for the particular goods that he makes 
to suit his own idea as to what the effect and result of the 
assortment will be. 

This amendment is impossible of administration. Take one 
fleece of wool; I can take out of one fleece of wool five grades 
of wool. Who is going to administer the provision? Is it go
ing to be assorted at the ports of New York or Boston, or what
ever- port it enters into the United States? Is it going to be 
scoured there? 

Mr. President, there are hardly two manufacturers in the 
United States that scour their wool the same way or with the 
same process. Why? One, perchance, will want to scour with 
caustic soda, another with caustic potash, another with a man
ufactured article for scouring wool, all depending upon the 
judgment of the manufacturer. 

.Another thing, l\Ir. President, every manufacturer wants his 
wool in the grease. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me a question 
there? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I understand the Senator to say 

if it were capable of administration, if that difficulty were re
moved, the Senator would join the Senator from Montana in 
preferring the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the 
present law. Is that correct? 

Mr. SMOOT. I would see no harm as to the ad varorem rate 
if . uch a thing could be administered properly, but it is im
possible of adminish·ation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the Senator said that, but we are 
trying now to get down to a sort of issue. There seems to be 
an understanding that is being arrived at here. The Senator 
from Montana unreservedly prefers the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa, except for his fear as to the action in con
ference. The Senator from Utah occupies the same position 
himself. 

Mr. SMOOT. No. 
l\lr. BEVERIDGE. He says it is impossible of administra:.. 

tion. Now, I say to the Senator in case that difficulty were re
moYed and if it were possible of administration, would he 
also join the Senator from Montana in preferring the amend
ment of the Senator from Iowa to the present law? 

:Mr. SMOOT. I will say again, I am positive that it can not 
be administered successfully, and no manufacturer in this 
country would approve of any such plan. 

Ur. BEVERIDGE. I am simply supposing a case, putting a 
hypothetical question. Suppose it were capable of administra
tion, then would the Senator prefer it, as the Senator from _ 
Montana does, to the present law? · 

Mr. SMOOT. No, .M:r. President. So far as that is concerned, 
I wish to say that I do not want to take into considera tion or 
pass un opinion upon a proposition that is absoluteJy impossible 
to carry out. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I present, the Senator understands, a 
hypothetical question. 

Mr. SMOOT. As to a hypothetical question, there is no need, 
I will submit to the Senator, of submitting such a question 
and asking for the passing of an opinion upon it when the per
son asked to pass his opinion ..,ays that the proposition is abso
lutely impossible of administration. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I thought it might possibly be demon
sh·ated a little later on in the debate that it could be adminis
tered. If it could be administered, then would the Senator 
think it was better than the present law? 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that, as I said before, in a fleece of wool one can take a 
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part of the fleece from the shoulder, and if he take a sample 
from th~ shoulder, it would not shrink as much as if you took 
it from the skirting. In as orting the wool there may be three 
grades of it, or e-ven fi:rn grades in many cases in the same 
fleece. Therefore, under this amendment w~ich is proposed 
here by the Senator from Iowa, I s:ay again it would be abso
lutely impossible of administration, and because of that fact 
no manufacturer would e·rnr in the world gi"rn his consent to it. 

.Ur . . DOLLIVER. Ur. President-- . 
Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 
The PRESIDE .... YT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Sena tor from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do. 
Mr. W .A.RREN. l\Ir. President, I shall only detain the Senate 

for a moment. As the Senator from Utah [l\Ir. S:ruooT] spoke 
for me to some extent, I wish to say that I shall unde1~ake 
to giye reasons why I shall not support the amendment. I say 
Yery frankly t hat I shall not support the amendment, because 
it is not at the present time for the good of the woolgrower. 
There wouJd have to be an entire rearrangement ; and that is 
utterly impossible at this time, as I shall attempt to show when 
the Senator from Iowa has concluded. 

1\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, another thing I wanted to say 
was that"! did n9t hear the amendment read; therefore I simply 
speak upon the question of principle contained in it, beca use 
I do not recall just now how the grades were named as to the 
amount of protection; but the principle is wrong. Therefore I 
can not support the amendment. 

l\fr. W .A.RHEN. The Senator from Utah knows that it wouJd 
r equire an entire readjustment of the whole schedule of com
pensatory duties· as to every fabric that is made from wool. 

Mr. CARTER. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Iowa yield to the Senator from l\Iontana? 
l\fr. -DOLLIVER. I will yield if he will agree not to begin 

to r etract the kind words that he spoke about my amendment. 
Mr. CARTER. I would, if I spoke from my heart at length. 

add to the kind words I spoke. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I yield indefinitely to the Senntor. 

[Laughter.] 
1\Ir. CARTER. .Ur. President, the amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Iowa [.Mr. DOLLIVER] would gtrn to the wool
grower a protection of 33 cents a pound on every scoured pound 
of wool brought into the United States, or on wool that \\""Ould 
be the equivalent of a pound of scoured wool; but as the Sen
ator from Wyoming [Mr. W ABREN] well says, a complete read
justment, ·not only of the wool schedule, but of certain defini
tions and likewise of the schedules relating to woolens, would 
then be indispensable and unavoidable. I say that, while rep-
1·esenting the woolgrowers, I would, if I could, ha·rn the iden
tical arrangement propo ed by the Senator from Iowa; yet I do 
feel that at this stage in the parliamentary proceedings to Yen
t"Ure all of these schedules, all of the adjustments necessary to 
reach and become accommodated to that amendment, is ex
tremely perilous for the woolgrower. I do not want to have 
all their interests referred to a committee of conference. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to th'i_ Senator from Minnesota? 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I yield. 
l\Ir. NELSON. The Senator from .Montana, if I understand 

his remarks correctly, concedes that this woolen schedule could 
be well amended and changed in several particulars. This is one 
of the most ancient schedules in the bill, it being oYer fifty years 
since it was first established. Great changes haYe ta.ken place 
since that time. If you will look at the ad valorem rates you 
will find that the woolen schedule contains the highest of all 
rates. If we are here to reviE:e the tariff, why, in God's name. 
should not the Finance Committee or the Senate attempt to do 
something with this woolen scheduJe, and not leave it in the 
shape it is? Is that to be immune from all revision? .A.re we 
to revise everything else except this woolen schedule? I s that 
to remain for ever and ever sacred, like a Hindoo idol? 

l\Ir. CARTER. l\Ir. President, in reply to the Senator from 
Minnesota, I Yery cheerfully assert that it would be well if we 
could i'eadjust schedules in the interest of the woolgrowel', but 
I aver this to be true, a:;; sustained by a long experience extend
ing over a wide territory, that the rat~ of duty fixed for the pro
tection of the woolgrower is barely adequate, and in no sense 
ex:cessiYe, and that it can not be reduced without starting a 
retrograde movement which will ultimately resuJt in practically 
wiping out the wool production of this country. That would 

. not be to the adYantage of the consumer, because when it be
comes commercially unprofitable to rahm wool in. this country, 
the sheep will inevitably go to the slaughter. There is always 

a demand for muttonF and no one will keep a wool-bearing 
animal on the ranch or on the farm when the wool can not be 
produced at a. profit. The open market being ready to receirn 
the sheep and turn the sheep into mutton, the individual with
draws his investment by selling the sheep to the butcher. Thi 
would, in the natural course of events, under the operation of a 
law that has never been enacted and can not be repealed, result 
in the extermination of our flocks; and the subtraction of 
311,000,000 pounds of wool from the world's supply would, in the 
end, leave our clothing woolens more expensive than they are 
now. 

l\Ir. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I do. 
l\Ir. NELSON. Mr. Pre ident, I think the Senator from Iowa 

has pointed out here that there is a discrimination in this 
schedule against what is called the" mutton wool " of l\Iinnesota 
and other States in the West. Why should our sheep in l\Iin
nesota, in Iowa., and in the Mississippi Valley, be discriminated 
against in favor of the sheep of the mountain States? They 
ha ye the whole government range there; and they have nobody 
to deal with except Uncle Sam and Brother Pinchot. [I_.aughter .] 
They haYe all that r ange and a few sheep herders to look after 
all their sheep. But how is it with the farmers of Minnesota 
and of the ~Iississippi Valley? We have to stable our sheep, 
we have to mow hay for them, we have to feed them, and it 
costs us twice as much in the Mi issippi Valley to raise heep 
and raise wool as it does out in the range States; yet Senators 
who are representing the mountain States, the range State , 
where they ha-ve a free government range, where the Govern
ment gives them free pasture, and where their only truggle is 
to keep away the cattle men from their sheep ranges, are un
willing to give us as fair an advantage for our sheep in Min
nesota, Iowa, and the Mississippi Valley. I refer this to the 
Senator from Iowa, who will correct _me if I am not correct. 

:Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. SMOOT, and Mr. WARREN addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDE:NT pro tempore. To whom does the Senator 
from Iowa yield? 

l\Ir. HEYBUlli~. I desire, with the permis ion of the Senator 
from Iowa, to ask a. que tion of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON) . 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I yield to the Senator from I daho for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Is not the Senator from Minnesota ad
vised that the Rocky Mountain sheep, to which he refer , pay a 
gra.zino- fee of 7 cents a head, which amounts to $08 on a flock 
of 1,400 sheep? 

l\ir. NELSON. Not all of them. That only refers to the few 
who get on a forest reserve. There are great quantities of 
Uncle Sam's lands outside of forest reserves which are grazed 
without money and without price. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Not in Idaho. 
1\Ir. NELSON. The sheepmen and the cattlemen get in 

there, and through their herders they keep away homestead 
settlers and prevent the country from being settled up. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President-- · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah'?. 
M.r. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I deny the fact that the wool

growers of Minnesota. or the Middle West are not protected. 
Speaking of the shrinkage of wool, does not the Senator know 
that all American wools a.re bought upon the scoured basis? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Senator has just proYed to the Senate 
that it is impossible to assess the duty upon scoured wool. 

Mr. S~IOOT. A.h, but, Mr. r>re ident, it is :purcha ed upon the 
judgment of the purchaser a.s to what the shrinkage will be; 
and I want to say to the Senator that I have purchased wool 
sheared from sheep from the same pen, that ran upon the same 
territory, and I have paid from 5 to 6 and even 7 cents a pound 
more for one clip than the other. Why? Hecause one shrinks 
less than the other; and the low-shrinkage wools of Minne ota 
are purchased upon the basis of the amount of shrinkage in 
those wools, and the price is paid accordingly. 

Mr. NE.LSON. l\Ir. President, I want to a k the Senn.tor 
f rom Utah, with the permission of the Senator from Iowa-

l'tlr. DOLLIVER. Certa.inly. 
Mr. NELSON (continuing) . Why it is tbat you put our 

washed wool on the same basis as unwashed wool? Why dis
criminate? Why, when it comes to our wool, not haYe the 
same rate of duty on washed wool and unwn hed wool? The 
Senator can speak for Utah, but he can not speak a ltogether 
for l'tlinnesota and t he Mississippi Valley. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am speaking for no State. 

I am speaking for the great woolen interest of this country. 
The Senator wants to know what about washed wool of the 
second class, calling that "Minnesota wool." The s~cond-class 
wools coming into this country have amounted to only 7 per cent 
of the importations for all of the time during the life of the 
present law. Those wools, Mr. President, are not used in com
mon. clothing ; they are used in braids and luster goods. I say 
now that the total importation of second-class wool-which, the 
Senator claimed, is dutiable at only 12 cents a pound, instead of 
24, on accotint of being washed-amounted to only 7 per cent 
of all the wool that has come into this country under the present 
ill~ . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator state what the total value 
of the importation of wools was in 1907? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the figures here, and I can not give 
them offhand, but I can get them in a very few minutes if the 
Senator so desires. They, however, would not tell him how 
much of the second-class wools were imported--

. Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly. 
Mr. SMOOT. But we can, under the importations of second

class wools, fix the amount of them, as the customs office keeps 
them ~eparate. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. In 1907 there were 9,809,794 pounds of this 
seeond-class wool brought in. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask now, if the Senator has 
the figures, how much were the importations of third-class 
wool, and how much were the importations of first-class wool? 
The answer will demonstrate whether my statement was cor
rect. There were only 12,000,000 pounds of second-class wool 
imported last year, and that went mostly into the manufacture 
of braids and luster goods. That is the tlke for which that 
cillss of wool is put to to-day. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, 
these statistics do not show the proportion of washed and un
washed wool of· the second class that came in, for the reason 
that they all came in under the s~me duty, and hence the cus
tom-house :figures do not throw any light upon that subject. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. That is just the reason I am taking all of 
them, the washed and unwashed. The Senator from Minnesota 
can see that they take the other forms of wool--

Mr. NELSON. Perhaps our wools are mercerized. Is that 
the trouble? [Laughter.] 

Mr. W .ARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. " Mercerized" seems to ha.unt the Senator 

from Minnesota. He does not seem to be able to get over it 
somehow or other. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] has the floor. 

Mr. W .ARREN. I will later on give the exact amount of im
portations of second-class wool, but the importations of the 
first and third class amount to well up toward 200,000,000 
pounds, while the importations of wool of the second class 
amount to something more than the Senator said, because he is 
giving the amounts without taking into account what comes in 
on the skin. 

The Senator from Minnesota surely does not want to do the 
western sheep man an injustice. There was a time when the 
western sheep grower could take his flock of sheep and go out 

.on the government domain. I want to assure the Senator now 
that for every sheep there is in Wyoming-and I think I can 
speak for Montana as well-there is an investment of from $10 
to $15 in land, fences, reservoirs, and ditches, in machinery and 
hay and feed, and so forth; that is, there is a standing invest
ment of from $10 to $15 for every sheep. Then comes the ex
pense of running them. The public range as such is a thing of 
the past. 

The Senator from 1\!innesota says that the wool in his State 
does not bring the amount that wool in the West does; that he 
is discriminated against. I do not know that Minnesota wools 
are given as such, but I assume that they would be given in the 
class of Michigan and Wisconsin wools. Am I right about that, 
I ask the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. NELSON. I can not say as to Michigan wools, but I 
should think they might be classed with Wisconsin wools. 

Mr. WARREN. The wools of Michigan and Wisconsin are 
to-day bringing 50 per cent more than the wools from the West, 
pound for pound. 

The Senator talks about revision and says the wool schedule 
is an idol; that it never has been revised, and that it should 
now be revised. Mr. President, tha.t is what has been the mat
ter. The subjec~ of wool and woolens has been revised and 

...: 

revised over and over again. l\fore than twenty times it has 
been revised. That is the trouble. All these revisions have 
brought out a result, and that result is, of course, the ultimate 
success or nonsuccess of raising wool on the one hand and of 
manufacturing woolens on the other. 

I am here to say that with all the twenty-odd tariff bills 
that have covered wool and woolens, the only time when there 
has been success has been when the laws of 1864, 1867, 1890, 
and 1897 have been closely adhered to. Every time the rates 
have been lowered the result has been disastrous. For· instance, 
in 1883 the woolman was not attacked upon the surface, but 
the manufacti:lrer was attacked. Hence our wool went down in 
price and our sheep went to the slaughter; and at the end 
of a very few years we had lost 18 per cent of our s?eep, o:ir 
manufactories were largely closed, and we were brmgmg m 
three or four times as much woolen goods from foreign coun
tries as before, and bringing in, of course, much less unmanu-
factured wool. · 

It is true that this subject has been considered heretofore. 
The manufacture of wool, at least, is a highly technical indus
try. There is an individuality about wool that scarcely-

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator say that the raising of sheep 
is a technical industry? 

Mr. w .A.RREN. Mr. President, if the Senator had waited 
a moment I would have come to that. I said that the manu
facture of wool was a technical business, and I want to say 
that the raising of sheep, if not technical, is a very hazard- . 
ous business. Now I will ask the Senator if he knows of any 
time-he is a reader of history-when both the woolmen and 
the manufacturers have been successful for any length of time, 
except under tariff bills that run closely parallel with that of 1897. 

The Senator says that we do not revise. Here is the article 
of noils. While it has not developed yet perhaps as much as 
it may, I may say-I wil~ not say this ~ntire suJ:>j.ect, but a 
large percentage of this difficulty and this proposition of the 
carded-wool men refers to noils. Noils have been reduced. 
In the McKinley Act the duty on noils was 30 cents a pound, 
and we reduced it to 20 in the Dingley .A.ct. Was not that 
revision and was it not revision downward? 

It is ~sked to reduce the rate of duty from that point, and 
the wool men object because the reduction has gone down to a 
point where to accept the proposition of ·lowering the duty on 
noils would result in bringing in noils from foreign countries 
at a figure the equivalent of which would not be perhaps over 
one-third of what the present duty is on scoured wool. 

The woolgrower simply asks a chance to live; he asks a 
chance -to supply this country with all the clothing that it 
needs· and until the time comes when he can do that, he asks 
that s~ch wool as may be brought in here shall be in the natural 
condition as near as possible, so that the labor of making that 
wool into' goods shall all be performed in this country and this 
country shall get the benefit of it. You may place a barrel of 
water on that table where the reporters are working and drive 
the head in solid and drive the bung in solid until you think it 
is water-tight, but if there is a gimlet hole on the other side, 
even if not seen, it will drain the entire vessel. 

So if you open a place in this schedule on noils, and there are 
a dozen other, yes, two dozen other products-and when ,I 
say "products" I mean various stages of wool from the sheep s 
back to the cloth-that could be named, you reduce those duties 
and your importations all follow on the basis of the price that 
it costs to get it in as scoured wool. 

So that we have had plenty of revision; we have had re
vision up and we have had revision down; we have had the 
duty on wool considerably higher than it is in the present 
tariff; we have had the duty on woolen manufactures lower; 
we have had wool lower; we have been up and down; we have 
been from free wool up to 12 or 13 or 14 cents a pound; and 
we have arrived at that stage when, enlightened by experience, 
we know that, taking the duty as it is, with business adjusted 
to it we can proceed so that the woolgrower and the manu
fact~rer can both be successful; but undertake to revise it, 
and with the diversity of opinion, it is manifest on its face 
that it can not be done at this juncture. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the Senator's argument is that 
because there is a diversity of opinion here, we · ought not to 
revise the tariff on wool. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the ..Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming, 

as he seems to be well informed ·in regard to this matter, 
whether he thinks it is practicable to adopt the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa, even though he agrees to the provision? 
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Mr. W ARRIDN. By no manner of means, Mr. President.; be
cause to undertake to enter that domain means to take up the 
entire schedule, from its title to its end. I submit that .when 
we are proceeding along under a schedule that has had many 
years of study, that has been changed from time to time, and 
we have had the most illustrious woolmen and the most experi
enced woolmen working upon it as commissioners, in undertak
ing a revision of the entire schedule we must resort to some
thing more than the thought of any one Senator, however able 
he may be, submitted on this floor at this time. 

l\Ir. PAGE. I have had some experience in this matter. I 
have been handling wool for fifty-odd years, and have been a 
woolgrower for perhaps twenty years; and, instead of there 
being 3 or 4 or 5 kinds of wool, as has been stated here, 
I know I make 36 kinds. I can say that the more this mat
ter is discussed the more it seems to me impracticable to 
make up a schedule in a moment. It must be the subject of a 
great deal of research and study, and I am quite confident that 
if the Senator from Iowa would study the whole problem to its 
source he would find that every movement he makes wO'uld 
involve him in more trouble in regard to the adjustment of his 
ideas to the grading and the producing of wool. I, myself, do 
not know as to the Minnesota and the Wyoming wool, but I 
imagine that the difference in the price is due not so much to 
the difference in the quality of the wool as to the difference in 
the shrinkage. 

To-day the price of "A-super " scoured wool is somewhere 
from 70 to 75 cents, and we have wool which we call our 
" seller" wool, which runs down as low as 5 cents a pound. 
I do not Imow just where they would come in under any scheu-

·u1e, but I do know that the whole matter of wools is an in
tricate one. For instance, we have to-day an excellent market 
for eyery class of wool that goes into the ordinary clothing we 
wear, and I do not know that there has been a day in the year 
when there has not been a pretty good demand for all of that 
class of wool. On the other hand, ordinary carding wools have 
been so dull that there have been times in the last two years 
when we could not get enough for them, because the claim of 
the manufacturer was that the wools had gone out of style, 
and therefore there was no demand for them. 

I do not know exactly what the Senator from Iowa means 
when he says that the people can not get clothing at a fair 
price, because I know that wools that were sold at 40 cents a 
pound three or four years ago have, by reason of the change 
in fashion, gone down to 25. The reduction has been immense. 
I imagine that the more this question is studied the more 
difficult it will be found to adjust any schedule here upon the 
spur of the moment. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, nobody has ever intended 
to settle this matter on "the spur of the moment." These 
schedules haY-e been made from generation to generation, pra.c
tically, so far as Congress is concerned. They were originally 
made outside of Congress. They hav-e been perpetuated because 
it has been easier for Congress to allow outsiders to adjust all 
these matters than to attend to them within the walls of this 
Chamber and. the Chamber of the House. I am not complain
ing particularly about that. It is an ugly mess; it can not be 
approached without watchfulness and pious meditations of all 
sorts; but is that any reason why it should be left undisturbed 
for fifty years? What I am seeking now to have done i.s to 
have a genuine, scientific protection and Republican revision, 
and the word "revision" means "look at it again." Let us 
see whether what was fairly good fifty years ago has not be
come outgrown .and behind these times. I regret that we are 
being denied even that poor privilege. 

Mr. HEYBURN. :Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\Ir. BRIGGS in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Iowa yield to the Sena.tor from Idaho? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to carry out the suggestion 

one step further. "Revise" means to look at it again, but there 
is nothing implied in the term "revision " that compels you to 
change, is there? You merely look at it to see whether a change 
is necessary. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. When you look at it with the impartial and 
well-trained mind of the Senator from Montana the first thing 
you see is that it can be infinitely improved, and that is an in
teresting aspect of this matter to me. 

Mr. President, I ~started out to tell what I intended to do 
or should try to do, and I have yielded without any embar
rassment to everybody who desired to participate in the run
ning discussion, and I am very glad that I did so. I now 
desire to state the amendment which I propose. I propose, in 
the first place, to offer an amendment placing the wool duties 

upon the basis of the proportional shrinkage of the wools im· 
ported. 

l\Iy honored friend the Senator from Utah says that it is im· 
practicable, because he once was deceived in buying a wagon 
load of wool in Utah, during the early settlement of that coun· 
b·y. He overlooks the fact that the Government of the United 
States is now spending nearly a hundred thousand dollars a 
year for an analytical bureau in connection with the appraisers' 
store in the city of New York to do with modern cientific 
accuracy what was impossible and incredible only twenty years 
ago. He overlooks the fact that we are able not ·only to tell 
the scoured contents of the fleece to-day by scientific means, but 
we can tell the moisture contained in the fleece as well. Be
side every wool market in England stands a conditioning plant, 
which reports with scientific accuracy even the moisture con· 
tained in a scoured piece of wool submitted to this modern 
scientific instrument. 

It is also interesting to find from the literature on this sub~ 
ject, that every international wool market is crowded with ex
perts who almost at a glance can report with perfect accuracy 
the state of a fleece as to its wool contents. That seems in
credible to the Senator from Wyoming, and yet such is the skill 
acquired at these London and LiYerpool and Bradford auctions 
that there are there men who do not even need a machine to 
report with accuracy for those for whom they act the wool 
contents of every fleece sold at that auction. 

Nobody in this world buys the dirt and grease in wool. 
Every man who buy~ wool buys the wool contents of the fleece 
or the bale, and if it were not possible to find out what it is, 
how would it be possible to conduct these auctions at the great 
centers of wool distribution throughout the world? 

But I intend to accompany this proposed amendment with 
a little Treasury regulation, which is feasible, according to 
the testimony of our own Bureau o! Standards, upon which 
we haye also spent a good many thousand dollars since the 
Senator from Utah made an erroneous calculation as 1:0 the 
wool contents of a wagonload of wool in the early settlement 
of Utah, and I have spent many golden hours in the society 
of the e great scientists. If any man will inquire of them, they 
will tell him it is perfectly feasible to levy this duty upon the 
scoured contents of the fleece and to determine with scientifia 
accuracy, without scouring the wools, exactly what are the 
wool contents of every cargo of wool entering the ports. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do. . 
Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that the Bureau 

of Standards, in my judgment., has laid out its work to attack 
about every problem on the earth and some under the eartb 
and oYer it. They have succeeded in some. They have ma.de 
no progress whatever and give no promise regarding this wool 
matter. There is not a single buyer of wool for direct manu
facture within my acquaintance-and I have followed the mat
ter for a great many years-who will trust his own judgment 
to buy closely on wool shrinkage, if a large amount of wool is 
at stake, but insists always upon samples and the scouring of 
such samples. 

I wish to state to the Senator that if he goes to Engln.nd and 
the markets there he will find a crowd of men there before the 
wool is taken up, taking samples and scouring them. So that 
the men buy each lot of wool upon what it actually shrinks. 

l\Ir. President, go to Boston or New York. If a man wants 
to buy any wool of any consequence, and especially if it is 
clo e, he has sample bags sent to his place and he scours them. 
The trade is all conducted along that line rather than on the 
judgment of any man. I do not believe you can find a single 
wool dealer who would say to you that he can insure a correct 
estimate within 1 to 5 per cent on different wools of what the 
shrinkage actually will be. It is always a guess, although it 
may be a close one, and wool being such a valuable product 
guesses alone are not to be relied ·upon. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Then if that is true it is not necessary in 
the present state of the science to guess on this subject. So I 
will have printed in connection with that amendment the 
regulation-a brief one-which I have drawn to put the Govern
ment through just about the same process that the wool buyer 
puts his agent through in determining what to pay for his wool. 
I use the same process to determine what duty to as ess upon it. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. May I ask a question ? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator's last remark seems to me 

a demonstration that the amendment is susceptible of being 
administered. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have never submitted it to any expert 
who doubted it. 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. · 2957 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I asked the question some time ago, when 

the Senator from .Montana had said that he preferred the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the present law, if 
that was also the opinion of the Senator from Utah-whether 
he would also prefer this amendment to the present law-and 
he said it was incapable of administration. The Senator from 
Iowa has demonstrated, by reason of these scientific tests, and so 
forth, that it is capable of administration. That being true, or 
supposing it is true, supposing the Senator from Iowa happens 
to be right about it, and it is capable of administration, will the 
Senator from Utah agree with the Senator from l\fontana that 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is better than the 
present law? 

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to that, I wish to say that no one 
can tell what the wool shrinks until it is scoured, and then 
there are no two men who shrink wool who will get exactly 
the same result. If it was shrunk in New York port it may 
show one result. If it was shrunk in Boston port it may show 
a different result. It depends upon how the wool is scoured, 
and it is impossible to tell the shrinkage until it is scoured. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Could it possibly show such a startling 
variety of injustices as are involved in assessing a fixed amount 
upon the raw wool without any regard whateyer to whether it 
shrunk 1 per cent or 75? 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator fI"Om Iowa yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\fr. NELSON. Would it not be possible, with a consign

ment of wool arriving at the custom-house, to take a bunch of 
that wool and put it through a process of scouring and deter
mine just what the net amount of wool is? 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I have no doubt of it. 
Mr. SMOOT. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 

Minnesota to the fact that that can not be done. One bag of 
wool may shrink 60 per cent, another may shrink 65, just the 
same as the :fleeces may differ. 

Mr. NELSON. We have a way of inspecting wheat in Minne
sota. We take out of every load of wheat a sample, and one 
out of every sack ; and so if the wool comes in different bags or 
bundles, you can take a sample out of each and put it through 
the process of scouring and arrive definitely at the amount of 
net wool there is in the consignment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Cleaning of wheat and wool are entirely differ
ent propositions. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I now desire to proceed a step further. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the Senator object to my asking a 

question? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly not. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not want to insist on the Senator 

from Utah answering unless he wanted to. Therefore I did not 
pUl'sue the question at first very much, because he said it was 
impossible of administration. But, now that tlie Senator from 
Iowa has demonstrated to his own satisfaction at least, and it 
looks plausible to us, that it is capable of administration, my 
question to t)le Senator is this : Supposing the Senator from 
Iowa is right about that, then would the Senator from Utah 
be in favor of this amendment rather than the present law, as 
the Senator from Montana has said he was? · 

Mr. SMOOT. I answered before, and I will answer again, 
that it is not possible of administration; and I say to the Sen
ator now, as I said then, upon the hypothesis that he submits to 
me, I do not particularly care about offering an opinion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator declines to give an 
opinion as to whether he prefers this amendment rather than 
the present law, supposing that the Senator from Iowa is right 
and that a can be administered? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not desire to discuss the matter fur
ther except tQ say I will print the Treasury regulations with 
which I propose to accompany this proposition. If that amend
ment is adopted it equalizes these duties as between the carded 
wool people and the worsted people and the spinning people so 
far as raw wool is concerned, and that, in my judgment, is the 
first thing necessary to be done if we are going to preserve the 
woolen manufacturing industry in the United States. 

I again propose an amendment which relates to paragraph 
371. I propose to strike it out and insert these words: 

Woolens advanced from the scoured state, known as tops, valued at 
not more than 40 cents per pound, 30 cents per pound; valued at more 
than 40 cents per pound, 35 cents per pound ; and in addition thereto 
on all the foregoing 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question? · 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. The Senator knows what the Wilson Act 

provided. The Wilson .A.ct, with free wool, made the duty on 
tops 20 per cent. · 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. This is ·rnstiy more than that. It is 20 .. 
per cent ad valorem in addition to the specific assessment . 

Mr. WARREN. You have now 30 per cent on tops. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Thirty and 35. 
l\Ir. WARREN. How many pounds of wool make a pound of 

tops? , 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand that the tops are over two

thirds of the pound; the noils are less than one-third. 
l\Ir. WARREN. There is a shrinkage besides the noils and 

the top. 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. Yes; there is a further shrinkage after 

you start in to make yarn. 
Mr. WARREN. In other words, the top is an advancement 

beyond scoured wool. . 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I want to show my hon01·ed friend, the, 

Senator from Wyoming, exactly what is done. If you will look 
into the coffin there, at the wool exibition, you will see every-_ 
thing white and clean and beautiful It is really an attractive 
thing, and yet it is a mere exhibit. I believe it is the same 
exhibit that the State of Montana had at the world's fair in 
1903. I may be mistaken about that. If you showed an ordi
nary old carded-wool manufacturer those specimens he would 
laugh in your face. These are not the tops of commerce. These 
are not the noils of commerce. These are not the wastes of 
commerce. If you want to see a genuine noil just as these 
poor fellows buy it in the market, I show it to you there [ex
hibiting]. If you come up here with me you will find th<~ 
seeds of plants and bill's and everything else in it. How does 
that happen? The man who is combing English wool does 
not scour it at all; or at least if he scours it, he touches it very 
lightly for fear of breaking the fibers still further, and his 
object is to get as many long hairs preserved in the fleece as 
possible. 

So he hardly touches it. He does not put it in soda, but he 
combs it, and as he combs it out come the dirt and the burs 
and the accumulations-everything that was left in it after it 
was washed in the stream-and that is the noil of commerce, 
as I found out by talking to 20 manufacturers who are en
gaged--

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I do. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to say they card 

wool unwashed or unscoured? 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I did not say cn.rded. I said combed it. 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course if the Senator knew--
Mr. DOLLIVER. If they did not comb it, how did they pro-

duce a noil like that? 
Mr. SMOOT. Before they could comb it they had to card it. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well 
l\fr. SMOOT. I ask the question whether the Senator said 

that they carded the wool and combed it without scouring? · 
l\fr. DOLLIVER. I did say that these long, delicate wools 

are not so scoured as fo prevent the noils appearing of that color, 
which I undertake to say is the ordinary commercial noil that 
is sold to the carded woolen mills of the United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator calls that what? What designa
tion does he give it? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. A n.oil. 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not mean that; but what kind of wool--a. 

delicate wool? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Whatever wool--
Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that that is a 

coarse-fiber wool of the very lowest grade. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Do not make any unkind remarks about 

it. [Laughter.] That is not the only kind of noils we have 
here. There [exhibiting] is the noil produced in the pre-pnra
tion of wool for the weaving of carpets. Did you ever see that 
kind of noil out in Utah? 

l\lr. SMOOT. We do not make carpets in Utah. But this is 
hardly wool. This is camel's hair. [Laughter.] 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. And the peculiarity about this tariff act is 
that it treats camel's hair and goat's hair exactly as it does 
wool. [Laughter.] The hair of any animal has the same dig
nity as wool pnder this law, which has passed beneath the eyes 
of the wisdom that has come here from the State of Utah. 
There is no question about that. Why should I be derided for 
presenting camel's hair, when the statesmen for fifty years have 
rated it as wool and treated it with the same dignity through
out every paragraph of those schedules? 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator wants to know, I will tell him; 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, it would be interesting, seeing your 

contemptuous allusion to camel's hair, to know how it hap-
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pened to creep into this schedule and say there for fifty years 
without any comments from anybody. 

l\fr. Sl\IOOT. Camel's hair is used in the very coarest goods, 
and is mixed with wool for the purpose of manufacturing horse 
blankets, carpets--

1\fr. DOLLIVER. Have you made provision in this bill for 
rioils arising out of the manufacture of wool into horse blankets? 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. The provision we put into this bill is to pro
tect all noils, and if we put a rate on noils that would protect 
that class, what would become of the great majority of the high
priced noils that are worth the same as scoured wool? They 
would not be protected. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. When I come to noils I am going to tell 
you exactly what I think ought to become of them. I think it is 
not an act of statesman hip, b1;1t of very ordinary everyday
! will not say stupidity, but I can not think of a synonym that 
moderates that expression-that treats noils of camel's hair, 
ready to be thrown away, with the same dignity as the finest 
noils exhibited by my friend, the Senator from l\Iontana, are 
treated. If I had the writing of it, I would put on a reasonable 
ad •alorem to protect it. I would make it high enough to be 
prohibitory if necessary, but not so written as to make it ridicu
lous before the community. 

1\lr. President, the reason I do not like the rates upon these 
wool tops is that I do not think, while that is a beautiful 
specimen of tops, scoured, I have no doubt, with selected 
chemicals, for the instructio"n of my honored friend, the Sena
tor from Montana, that even the top which he. exhibited 
there ought to be protected by the same rate that is applied to 
woolen cloth of the highest kind. I feel sure that if there is 
any sense in making this tariff schedule, the duty on these 
wool tops ought to be somewhere above the duty on scoured 
wool and below the duty on finished yarns; and I should like 
to see somebody who has the leisure and the scientific taste 
to locate that duty about in the right place. 

l\Ir. WARREl~. The Senator thinks that in this readrust
ment the carded-wool men are the men who suffer and they are 
the ones he would like to relieve? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Yes; they are the ones I heard complaining. 
Mr. WARREN. That being true, how does the Senator pro

pose to relieve the carded-wool men by changing the duty on 
tops, for I want to say to the Senator what he perhaps already 
knows that tops are not used by the carded-wool men at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER I know that; but they are bought and sold 
in this market. 

l\Ir. WARREN. They ha\e no effect whatever upon the 
carded-wool men--

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know. 
l\lr. WARREN (continuing). Unless they are put down low 

enough to cheat the woolgrower out of the tariff on wool. 
l\lr. DOLLIVER. They are, however, made for sale. Some

body buys them. 
Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Somebody sells them. 

· Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
- Mr. DOLLIVER. If I did not know who the parties were, 
I would still want to take ome precaution to see that an ad
yantage was not given to the seller oYer the buyer by making 
the rate absurdly prohibitory. 

l\lr. WARREN. -Would the Senator rather have the tops 
made abroad than here? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No; · it is not necessary to make the tops 
abroad. The tops ought to be made here. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. But where a combination of top makers 

is organized here, selling its product to the public, selling it 
to tho ·e who want to buy, I would ha...-e the rate so arranged 
that after it got to about the level of real extortion the man 
could turn with a cheerful countenance to the world's markets 
and relieve himself without heing robbed world without end. 
That is the theory in my head. 

Mr. WARREN. But, Mr. President, there is no combination 
of top makers. There is no trust in that business. The con
cerns which make tops are all separate and distinct. They 
ba...-e arbitrary qualities, ancl the nature of wool is such that 
th<:>y could no more combine in the top business than they could 
in any other branch of the woolen business. The"three largest 
top makers in the counh·y also comb on commission; that is, 
for a nominal fee they take wool from either merchants, or 
spinners who do only drawing and spinning, and comb the wool 
into tops, thus enabling men of small capital to engage in the 
worsted-spinning · b usi"ness without the investment necessary for 
washing, carding, and <'Ombing machinery, which constitutes 
half of the cost of equipment of a complete _ worsted-spinning 
plant making yarn from raw wool. No manufacturer has to 

buy tops, because tops are simply one of the products of wool 
as it goes along toward cloth, and if tops are too high, bring 
wool in and make the tops or make it into yarn, and bring in 
the yarn. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I insh·ucted by self by wandering around 
the woolen mills of New England a good deal, and while I find 
it is true that everybody could make tops if he wanted to, and 
had the machinery and the capital to attend to it, is is not true 
that everybody does. But, on the contrary, there are many 
humble folk who are relying on their more highly capitalized 
neighbors for their tops, and within the last few years the 
largest top mill in the world has been built, largely as a mer
cantile proposition to manufacture and sell its articles to those 
who are not so situated as to make it themselyes. 

l\fr. WARREN. I will ask the Senator one more question. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. WARREN. Does the Senator know of a single manu

facturer in the United States who is asking u to reduce the 
tariff on cotton so that he may buy the tops? I do not know 
of a single one in the United States who is asking us to reduce 
the price of tops so that he may buy tho"e tops for his own use. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know it has been twenty-two ye~rs since 
the farmer was put forward for the first time to remove this 
chestnut from the fire. In 1 8 substantially the same duty on 
tops was suggested by a leading worsted manufacturer of New 
England. Here it is in this book exactly as he proposed it. 
Up to that time there is no trace of anybody else wanting it, 
and yet from that time to this every time a contro•ersy bas 
been raised about it, ernry time anybody has felt called on to 
say it is too high, the brethren who originated it drop into the 
background and outstep the magnificent wool raisers and sheep 
breeders, like my friend from Wyoming, to take the laboring 
oar in defense of a proposition that is absolutely indefensible. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Shall I tell the Senator why that originated 
and what was the interest of the woolmen? 

. Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I know what the Senator is going . 
to say. He says, "You do not want tops to come in;" but I 
·say it is not necessary to have tops come in from abroad. It 
is not necessary to choose between ha•inf1' them come in in 
large quantities and this duty, which is o high that nobody 
would ever think of such a thing as undertaking any commerce 
in them whaternr. 

:Mr. WARREN. The Senator guessed wrong. I will tell the 
Senator, if he will wait a moment-and it will take but a mo
ment-why the farmer was interested. 

Mr.- DOLLIVER. I think I know what the Senator has in 
that en\elope. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I am glad the Senator does know. Following 
the law of 1883, under which neither the wool men nor the manu
facturers were successful, the Treasury Department ruled that 
this material [exhibiting], which is tops, a refinement of wool, 
and' co ts a great deal more than scoured wools and a gr at deal 
more than washed wools, was subject to a duty of only 10 cents 
a pound, and that is what they collected. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That was w1~ong. 
Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator wonder that the woolman, 

who was put out of business because this product was brought 
in at 10 cents, which left him but 2 or 3 cents protection 
on the wool he raised, awoke to the fact that tops ought to be 
looked after ? · 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no reason to be astoni hed that he 
woke up, but I am amazed that he broke down the door and 
upset the furniture and in his effort to get that duty reenacted 
allowed people to write a schedule that put it upon the exact 
level with manufactured and finished cloth. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Which hurts nobody. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. It may hurt nobody, but is it not a mighty 

comfortable protection for a gentleman who is m:lllufacturing 
tops for sale? If you find a man who is entitled, for example, 
to 25 or 30 cents protection, and by reason of the fright of the 
woolgrowers is gh•en 44 cents a pound and 55 per cenf ad 
\alorem, as if the product was woolen cloth, do you not think 
such a man engaged in making tops for sale might be interested 
more than the public is in keeping such a duty upon them? 

Mr. WARREN. There is only one use the tops can be pat to, 
ru1d that is to make them into yarns, unless you give tllem to 
the carded wool men as waste stock. The man who is making 
tops--

Mr. DOLLIVER. Did you ever hear of anyone giving any
thing to the carded wool men? 

1\fr. WARREN. They have had everything they ha•e asked 
for up to date, and they could have everything they aek for 
now, if they did not ask the woolgrowers of this country to lay 
down and let them waDr over them with a rate about a half 
and from that to a third of what we enjoy now upon wool. 
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T~ps ·ean -only be ma.de .into yarn, and yarn is impOTted as ~arn. .Mr. DOLLIVER. · 1f I had .not had at the haruis -of manu-
Nobody need buy tops that are made iB :this country. because facturing ·experts, :as interested as the Senator from Wyoming 
they can .get it in _yarn, and the Senator says that yarns are is in the maint enance of the wool indu!rtry, .figures that .pr.o:ve it 
lower. Then the -tops come in in yarn. If he 1.s making tops, is for _protective purposes fully adequate, I would not off-er 1t 
all he has to .do is te brLn.g iB wool mid .scour his ewn iWOOL · .B:ut I w.as speaking about the _grievance the earded-wo<>l 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, I went into that more fully peo_ple have tn :the imposition. Here . is .a man engaged m the 
than il intended to do. I want now to approach one of the manufacture of worsted goods buying flocks in England and 
complaints that these great .American .manufacturers have made paying upon them here .a -duty equal to a second duty :of 15 cents 
to :me, and I confess it has not only convinc.ed my jndgment, a .pound. He takes it to his llllill and c.ombs d.t. It is exactly 
but it .has touched my heart. I am not so -.cold-:bkleded .as :some. as a man would comb his :hair. The long iiber straightens itself 
When a man comes to me and says, "For .fifty years my father out a11d the ·short ftbers fall -away. 
and I have been tnrilding up a great woolen ma.nu:fac.turing The long fibers constitute the tops and the shorct 'fibers ,eons.ti-: 
industry, and I find myself .ground to poverty .and :to bank- tute the nous. l!f ·you will look ther.e at ±hose samples ·you ··will 
ruptc:y ,by the laws of the United States," .I am n-O:t so -con- find noils whiter th.an snow, but in J)om1: ·of fact. as I said in 
stituted :that I can ten him net to occupy my time; that if the the combing of the wool, ,accOTding to the .best testimony .[ 
business is not profitable, to quit it; that the tiling ls obsolete.; ha:ve reyer fbeen a.ble to get, they ·do not apply harsher ·processes 
that their dnheritance from their fathers i-s in .a -w.ay te be totally of ·scouring _for fear of still further injuring the long fibers. 
destroy.ed; lock it 1llP .and tquit .and .get into some .other lmsi- O<msequen:tly the -comb passes 'through the tops and sou find 
ness. I am not so ·constituted. I wotild m.ot do that :until I · burs and various kinds-Of di.rt, .so that before the carded woolen 
had spent a good many days trying to find out what the man's mfil:lufacturers ·can use a IJOund ·of it at least 25 :per cent has 
real .grievance w.as, .and I think I :haye _gotten down to this pa-ssed away in sco.uri:ng it .and in getting it absolutely clean. 
simple point. But here upon these no:i.ls is fixed an adamantine duty of 20 
Mr~ W A.RilEN. The :Senator wo.uld .no:t desh·oy anot1ler in- c~ts a pound. It does not make any difference what kind ;of 

dusti·y to save that one? wools they .are, even if they are the noils of camel's hair, as 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. No; and I ha Ye not found -0ne of ·these my friend from Utah said these noi1s are, whether :costly or nat, 

me~ although borne ·down with 'care ·and anxiety .about their whether .high grade or low, whether they are White .as -sn-ow 
own ·business, who l\vould consent t-0 that. They want an ar- or black as that wool, whatever their condition, tt:he du.ty is 20 
r.angement which ·will equalize their relations, and not 'Rn ad- cents a pound. 
vantage, such as "the Senator from Wyoming -will demand in I ·undertake to say that the :man who is making worsted cloth, 
the way 'Of increases for the pm·pose of the protection of the turning out 'that 'by-product in the United States to-day, will 
woolgrowe1·s ·<>f the United States in this ta.riff schedule. get rpro:fi-t enough to pay and m-01·e th.an pay all the .duty 'he ever 

l\.fr. WARREN. Let me say to the Senator that I should be paid 'at the custom-houses of the United States ·on -the wool out 
glad, and I stand ready, to help the carded wool industr:y, if l of which those noils were produced. 
-can. Afr.. WARREN. The carded-wool men do 11ot have to have 

Mr. DOLLIVER When·? noils. 
Mr. WARREN. I will tell the Sena:tox. Tim -Senator talks Mr. DOLLIVER. Then, there is not ·one of them who knows 

about carded mdustry as though .everyone interested iin carded anything a:bout the business. 
wool was here asking that a change be made in the tariff. .lVIr. WARREN. The .Senator is mistaken. Noils .are but ·one 
Does ~he Senator think that was the ·ca:se? ,product :f.or them, ruid because rthey a.re cheaper tlley use them; 

Mx. DOLLIVER. There llave been so :many :of 1hem and so but the_y can use instead evecy fpound -of wool that I might 
many associations re1Jl'esented here-- · grow, or that .people with whom I am interested grow, .or that 

Mr. WAR.REN. As a matter ·of fact there are ,some .50 .or the Sena.tor grows in Iowa. There is no trouble about tha:t. 
75 out of 700 who are asking for .a .cban.ge. My judgment is .l\IT. DOLLIVER. You rwould want to ha'Ve this :produat 
ithat they will be _perfectJy satisfied, because This change in thrown away? 
T.alues and the changes in fashion will :bring np tile industry. Mr. W .ARREN. Not at all. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Either that 1or death, industrial death, .Mr . .DOLLIVER. Wby not have'8:n act ·of Congress that ·Once 
will put all theh· .fears at rest. a year those things shall be burned up? E ery woo1grower 

.Mr. WAR.REN. When the Senator t'lays that .he is ·going to would be -secure .iii that was in operation. 
offer .an amendment which will give us a nigher tatjff .0n wool, Mr. W .ARREN. The Senator seems -te be _going just a littl-e 
be 1Jl'Opo.ses also to put on a product ·of wool so low a -tariff .a way from the 'Ordirrary line. ·When I sa,-y it is not necessary 
'fhat 1110t a pound of raw wool would -enter .in, and we would io use the noils, ii: want to say that the <Carded-wool .men ·are 
have all the :products .from foreign conntties ·~oming in .at only not such mendicants that they must depend upon them. If 
a fraction of the duty upon wooL When yoB rob it oi'. .an :the there is a product .c,oming fl'om the mills that ls lower than 
surrounding superfluous things, in a ·sentence that is w.hat it other -classes <Of wool, .of comse ·they use Jt, and if they can 
amounts to. I do not en.Te what -you put con a pound of wool,, :they will bear it ·down. It is a matter ·of fact that they haV'e 
if you take enough wool and put it =at 10 cents-- already borne the tariff upon it down from 30 per cent to 20 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. lt will not be found that .i have taken n:ny per eent. .But now they .are no.t .satisfied~ They have "the .Pri-vi
iproduct of wool 11Ilil put :it -at 10 -cents a <pound. _I hope that I J.ege, I want to say to the Senator, .of bringing in noils that Me 
may .have tile honor of a careful ,exa1llination b,y the Senator free from l:mrs. They can ·bring in carl:>onized .nails, .and ther.e 
fr.om Wyoming -0f :the amendments I -propose to nffer. I have a:re noils worth te-day ·67 to 15. cents per pound. T-bere is no 
not done an 'Ullki.nd thing to woo1. .trouble · about that. It may be true that the more ·Common 

Mr. W..A.RREN~ But yon .:have offered an .amendment which noils -can not be brought in with satisfaction. Why bring 
confessedly is -very ·much lower than ·the ·pre-sent duty -on wool. them in, then? Here is a sample of such noils as can be brought 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What amendment 'does my friend ·refer to? in :under the tariff .at 20 cents-absolutely pure, ·carbonized mills. 
Mr. W .ARR.EN~ -On tops ana on :nails, :both. .l\Ir. DOLLIVER. From wher.e? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr . .President, when iI ·offered the .amend- . 1\Ir. WARREN. IDhis ds filrom .our .American mills. . 

ment which] have proposed on tops, I am amazed .at ihe con- : 1\fr. D9LLIVER . . I thought the Senator 'Said 'it had been 
s:ideration I .hav-e shown to that historic by-product. . . bl~oug~t lllto the ·Counti:y. . . . 

Mr. WARREN. The cloth in that case IDight as well be : . Mr. WARREN: I say ·no1ls. Just lik': that 'could. come in. It 
called a by-product. The top is not only :not a by-product, but it . is a recombed nod, but the no1l carbomzed makes it even purer 
is one of the stairs TIP which rthe wool a.sceBds -0n .its way to than that. 
finished cloth. Mr. DOLLI¥ER. It .has a ;bright and -glistening look that 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. I want the .tops :as they a.re going up the : l iha.v.e ..never see.n on the noils .lrere. 
stairs from wool to cloth to stop before they get to cloth. Mr. WARREN . . If the Senator wants to Jmow where those 

J\1r. WARREN. How woUld you stop it? . .noils came .from I ·Can tell him, and I can 'tell him that I saw 
'}.fr. DOLLIVER. V.alued .at not more than 40 .cents, zo <:en.ts , the cards working .tha.t made the noils. I saw .them Jllade, if 

a J)ound·; v.alued at more than 40 cents .a .P01llld, :35 cents a that 'Will l>e satisfactm:y to tbe ·Senator. 
pound, and in addition there.to the ad 'Valorem of :20 per cent. Now I want to return. The carded-wool men use a:i::most 
Do you not thinlr tha:t sounds pretty good to _a man who .1s try- · ev:er_ything in the shape .of ·wool ·and .cotton i·ags, and .so forth, 
ing to .get tops protected as they ought to be? and if there were not .a pound ·:Of noils from .now to -Ohrist~ndom 

M:r. W .ARREN~ "It ·sounds mighty .good to .a maR wbo wants the •carded-weol :men would go .on just :the same. 
a lower tariff on wool ; it looks good to the -importer; it looks lti.r~ DOLLIVER. Mr~ P.l'esiden:t, 1 ·:think the •duties :on ·all 
mighty good to .the manufacturer who, unaer thegrili>e-01'.friend- : tlle ··by-produ0ts :of wo.rsted :making are too high. The-y are 
shir> for the woolma~ will import it at 'less -:tllan the present ,prnhibitocy. -~hey .mie ·unequal. ·The range uf ~the ·prices of 
rates on wool. the articles is so great that when you set a specific duty '°11 
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one you are already necessarily creating inequalities. When 
you put the rate high enough for the highest, you make it 
ridiculously high. for the low and the ordinary. Therefore, 
I propose to make some suggestions as to reducing these duties 
on all by-products of the worsted making and on all the waste 
incident to the wool market in the United States. So much 
for the material. -

l\Ir. WARREN. -Now, l\fr. President, let the Senator remem-
, ber that there is just one product of the worsted manufacturer
noils-that the carded-wool men seek, because the other prod
ucts are used in the making of worsted yarns and in :the con
struction of worsted cloth. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. But the knitting peojtle are giving me 
almost as much anxiety as the carded-wool people. I intend 
to put into the RECORD, into this speech--

Mr. 'V ARR EN. The knitters are buyers of yarn, unless they 
make their own yarn; but, as knitters only, they have no direct 
interest in the waste duties. Would the Senator like to know 
what the knitters put into their product? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not want to go into their product, but 
I want to put into the RECORD their complaint against this bill. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I ha-ve here some of the material the knit-
ting men use. . 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I hope the Senator is not meditating any 
suspicion of these good people. 

Mr. WARREN. Not at all; I simply wish to show how 
unnecessary it is for these people to use slubbing waste in 
knitting stock. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Strangely, you .stopped just a few inches 
ahead of the proposition that I am approaching in respect to 
our assessment of the compensatory duties upon woolen cloth. 

Mr. WARREN. I am compensated if I have got ahead of the 
Senator in any way. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Just that little suggestion of yours to 
these woolen people--these yarn people claim certain privileges 
that they ought to have on account of wool, when in point of 
fact they do not patronize wool at all-has brought back to my 
mind the second thing that I have been struggling with during 
the past few weeks, and that is the old assessment, to 
which we have grown accustomed, of four times the duty on 
unwashed clothing wool of the first class to the pound of cloth; 
that is to say, 44 cents in some cases, and in the lower cases 
a less ratio is claimed necessary as a compensatory duty. Com
pensatory for what? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I always welcome the light thrown on this 

subject by the Senator from Utah. 
l\Jr. SMOOT. It simply means to compensate for loss in the 

manufacture of the wool and the cloth. There is not a ques
tion in my mind, and I do not think there is in the Senator's, 
but that there is a loss of a pound out of four, because the 
testimony of l\Ir. Dale, spoken of so highly, says even more than 
that, because he estimates that it takes 154 pounds to make 100 
pounds of cloth. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Here is a man who does not live in the 
United States. He is making cloth in some other country. He 
comes over here with his cloth. It has only a little wool in it, 
only a few threads. Possibly half of it is cotton and the rest 
of it mostly cotton. He approaches our custom-house, and this 
bill, following the custom for the last fifty years, assesses him 
four times the weight of his cloth for the purpose of compensat
ing somebody for something. Will the Senator from Utah 
kindly state who is the person to be compensated, and for what 
he is being compensated in a ·case like that? 

1\Ir. S"OOT. I will take great pleasure in doing so. It is 
for the reason that there is not a question but that the compen
satory duty is at least 1 pound out of 4 in the manufacture of 
this wool. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. But the Senator refers to a piece of goods that 

comes in here with only a little. If we put the compensatory 
duty only to protect that little wool, then the whole system of 
manufacturing in this country would be placed upon the basis 
of '3. Jow-grade manufacture of woolens, and the whole door 
would be opened for the importation from foreign count_ries of 
the high-grade wool. 

So then, it becomes necessary absolutely to have this com
pens~tory duty upon the very highest class of goods, and in 
doing it it keeps out of this country the goods made from 
mungo and waste of every kind. It is true that the Senator 
can figure upon a piece of cloth that is worth less than 40 
cents a pound, and the ad valorem duty would be 150 per cent, 
perhaps. · 

But, l\Ir. President, if we did not ha-ve that compensatory 
duty of 4 pounds, as we reduce it so do we reduce the standard 
of our manufactures ·here of woolens and the protection that 
may be given to them. Therefore, in the hearings in 1 67 that 
whole question was gone into, and e-very tariff bill that has been 
discussed upon this floor since has called attention to this very 
principle. It bas been -voted on in the Senate time and time 
again. If we followed out the counsel of the Senator from 
Iowa and reduced that compensatory duty, all our best goods 
would be imported from a foreign country, and we would only 
be protected upon the very lowest grades of goods. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator might ha-ve said that it is not 
always 4 to 1, but 3 to 1 and 2i to 1. Furthermore, the ad 
valorem duty which is added to the compensatory is reckoned 
upon the value of the cloth. So what is lost in one class is 
made in the other. 

l\1r. DOLLIVER. Now, l\fr. President, the Senator from 
Utah unconsciously exposes the real character of our situation. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Not unconsciously, because I want the Senate 
of the United States to understand exactly the position. If I 
were going to make a speech now, I would call attention to the 
very principle and the discussions that have been had in this 
Chamber time and time again upon this very point. I did not 
bring it out here unconsciously, because I wanted Senators to 
understand it. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I did not mean that the 
Senator was making any unconscious exposure of his views, but 
he is simply repeating what has been thrust at me from a good 
many quarters from the beginning of this controversy. He says 
this is all right because if you will examine it closely you will 
find the date 1867 on it; this is all right because if you go 
back far enough into the history you will find it has been 
indorsed and approved. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say now that as far 
as shrinkage of wools is concerned, they shrink just as much to-
day as they did in 1867. _ 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is more than can be said for the rates 
in this bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SMOOT. W~ were talking about the changes · that may 
have taken place ill the last fifty years as far as the shrinkage 
of wools is concerned and the scouring of them. They shrink 
more to-day than they did in 1867, and if the basis was fair in 
1867 it is certainly fair to-day. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not intend to judge 
with harshness the method of reasoning by which the Senator 
from Utah has fastened these things upon his mind, for the 
reason I have been for many years in the same case with him. 
I had read many of those old speeches, and in 1888, I think, I 
heard the honored Senator from Rhode Island state it in very 
much more accurate terms than the Senator from Utah has just 
now stated it, because in a carefully prepared address, which 
bas become a ·uttle classic in the wool-tariff literature from that 
day to this, he not only showed that this 4 to 1 ratio was 
necessary, whether the wool was there or not, but he sho"°"'d 
that unless we preserved it these great'harms and hardships to 
our market place would happen. 

He said we must make the ratio as high as the highest pos
sible shrinkage of wool, because our competitors have access to 
those low-shrinkage wools. That seemed to J;>e a very conclusive 
thing to me at the time, and I stated it with a solemn counte
nance to everybody who was disposed to dispute the sanctity of 
this ratio. It never occurred to me to talk with somebody 'vho 
had made a specialty not of defending things after they are done, 
but of doing things after finding out how they ought to be done. 
so I laid that question before l\Ir. Dale, of the Textile World 
Record, and he said what I shall read. I asked him the follow
ing question : 

Q I wish to talk with you a little about the framework of Schedule 
K as it relates to the specific duties applicable to the weight of cloths 
and dress goods manufactured here. Have you ever studied the ques
tion of whether the multiples of 3 and 4 by which this compensatory 
duty on cloth as related to the duties on wools of the first class has 
been calculated for so many years ?-A. Yes; I have. 

Curiously enough, he did not flash on me those old speeches, 
but he stated that he had studied it himself. I went over to 
the House of Representatives during the early stages of the. 
tariff controversy; in fact, I stayed over there nearly all the 
time because there was nothing going on here. I was anxious 
to g:t the atmosphere that always comes from a live discussion. 
of tariff questions. I was -very much . pleased when a very 
bright man, I think from Ohio, got up with a box of samples 
very much like that which we see before us, and exhibiting the 
same _ kind of goods, he said : 

I now propose to demonstrate that this ratio is correct. Mr. Chair
man, I will read from a speech made by the Hon. John Sherman on 
the 15th day of May, 1867. 
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. That is all the attention he gave to it, -and he passed on. 

So I was diving back into that literature-and I think I -have 
peru ed it about as faithfully as · any other man; certainly as 
any man who had other things to attend to-but here I ran 
across a man who said he had studied it himself. 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. He did not appear before the committee? 
l\Ir. DOLJ,IVER. No; he did not. 
Mr. SMOOT. He was not before the committee'? 
Mr. DOLLIVEil. He was not before the committee. I can not 

find anybody who was before the committee, except our good 
worsted friends and a few habitual witnesses who hang around 
the committee rooms of both Houses of Congress like professional 
:jurymen around the court-house out in our section of the country. 

Q. I would like to know what conclusions you have reached about 
that ?-A. You will find my conclusions in this article, " How much 
wool to make a pound of cloth?" No tariff on wool goods should be 
based on a ratio between grease wool and finished cloth. As well 
might one attempt to fix a ratio between iron ore and watch springs. 
No wool manufacturer attempts to estimate the cost of his finished 
fabrics from the cost of the gr·ease wool. Such a basis would result in 
gross errors a!'.ld ultimate bankruptcy. In buying grease wool, the first 
considerations are the amount of scoUl'ed wool that the grease wool will 
yield, and the intrinsic worth of the scoured fiber. About twenty years 
ago I made an extensive test to determine the shrinkage in manufac
turing all-wool cloth, and the result was that 1.54 pounds of scoured 
wool was required for 1 pound of cloth. The ratio between the grease 
wool and the finished cloth varies widely because of the differ·ence in 
the shrinkage of wool in scouring. During the four years I was mak
ing the test referred to, I used many di.trerent lots of wool which varied 
widely in shrinkage. This variation of shrinkage is illustrated by 6 
lots of grease wool, which in scouring shrunk 76, 69, 62, 47, 35, and 16 
per cent, respectively. Calculating the ratio between these lots of 
grease wool and the finished cloth from the rat io of 1.54 be t ween the 
scoured wool and the finished cloth, we find the following ratios between 
the grease wool and the finished cloth: 6S, 5, 4, 3, 2 ~ , and H- This 
shows plainly that no single ratio can be true of all kinds of wool. 

Q. What do you say, then, of the scheme of fixing these compensatory 
duties as this bill does, on the ratio of 4 to 1, and in the lower grades 
of 3 to 1? How does that work out? 

Now, listen : 
A. It causes great inequalities in the tariff especially, because the 

ratios named are applied not only to goods made of all wool, but to 
goods made o! mixtures of wool and other materials. 

Q. What reason is there for compensating the manufacturer of cloth 
on account of the wool duty, when in point of fact little or no wool 
appears in the cloth which he makes ?-A. There is, of course, no r ea
son for compensating a manufacturer for dut ies paid on wool that is 
not used in the manufacture of the cloth. The 4 to 1 ratio between 
grease wool and cloth is correct only fot· all-wool cloth made of wool 
shrinking 60 to 65 per cent. As a matter of fact, no wool shrinking 
as much as that is imported into the United States. The · specific duty 
of 11 or 12 cents a pound on grease wool forces the manufacturers to 
confine their plli'chases of foreign wool to the li.,.ht-shrinking lots. 
Consequently, the Dingley and Payne bills compensate the manufac
turer for wool duties which he has never paid. The defenders of the 
4 to 1 ratio sometimes seek to justify it by referring to or paraphrasing 
Senator ALDRICH'S defense of it twelve years ago. Thus one of them 
recently said to me: "We need compensation at the rate of 4 to 1 
because our foreign competitors use these heavy wools." 

That is ·exactly what my friend from Utah has just said. 
Mr. Dale adds: 
· The large ~ount of grease and dirt in the heavy-shrinking wools is 

no advantage to the foreign manufacturer. Wool cloth is made from 
the wool fiber, not from wool grease and dirt. There can be no justifi
cation for compensating for wool duties that have not been paid. 

That is the objection I have to this proposed statute . 
. l\fr. WARREN. The Senator is making a very able speech 
from his standpoint. From the light of ex perience we know 
how easy it is to make faces and to find fault with wool sched
ules, both. as to wool and its manufactures. We have heard it 
for years. It is nothing new. It is sometimes more difficult to 
propose a remedy. Now, this compensation that is giyen the 
manufacturer for the wool, as I understand it, is meant to 
place him iu the same position finally as if he had free wool. 
That is correct, is it not? · 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I think that was the origin of the super-
stition. · 

l\Ir. WARREN. There has to be some basis upon which to 
start with the ratio. 

Now, the Senator has just stated there that his correspondent, 
his expert, from whom he quotes, would require a ratio of 6! 
in one case and l i in the other, an average of about 3 to 1, and 
4 to 1, taking that consideration. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. On last Friday night it was proved to us 
conclusively that averages are in the nature of an imposition 
on the understanding of man. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Take the experiment he has quoted there 
arid add them together and divide by 2, and you will find 
you have jus t what the present ratio is. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That has this advantage: One of those 
ratios is correct in some cases, but the average of them all is 
correct in no case. 

l\fr. W ARREX Very well. :But I should like to ask the 
Senator, before he finishes, to state how he is going to make 
a ratio that will be all right and satisfactory to both the grower 

XLIV--186 

of the material and the manufacturer, for the individuality 
of the wool and the woolgrower is lost sight of when the wool 
goes into the fa~tory. Wool may go up and wool may go down. 

A man may buy his wool at a time when the clip is good. It 
may be 10 per cent higher, or it may be 10 per cent lower. If 
you undertake to fix a ratio ad valorem, where are you going to 
land? It is just like the ad valorem duty upon wool. You put 
the ad 'valorem duty upon wool, and the grower of sheep, at the 
time he can stand it the least, is going to be damaged the most. 
For instance, if wool is 20 cents to-day and an ad valorem of 
50 per cent should be placed upon it, it would be 10 cents. If 
wool should go down to 10 cents, the ad valorem would be 2 
cents, and the very time he needed protection most would be 
the time when he would be stripped of it. Again, wool goes 
up, and the time when he does not need them is just the time 
when you pile on duties and make them higher. Therefore, in 
manufacturing, where wool fluctuates as it has within a year 
and a half from 15 to 25 cents, how are you going to fix a com
pensatory ratio unless you can fix the average'? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. l\Ir. President, so persuasiYe are considera-. 
tions such as the Senator from Wyoming has just made that 
I have postponed any final effort to secure a ratio which would 
be in the nature of an equitable and proportionate asse sment. 
I have consented, with very great reluctance in my own mind, 
to -presene the historic ratio, not of 16 to 1, but of 4 to 1. 

l\fr. WARREN. It is sometimes 3 to 1, or 3~ to 1. 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. I do not intend to try to disturb that ratio, 

because I am so satisfied that it is sunk into the moral nature 
of so many good people in Wyoming that I could not undertnke 
to extract it, eYen with delicate machinery, without upsetting 
the composure of friends, even here in the Senate Chamber. 
So I do not propose to change the ratio; but I intend to do a 
thing which I ha>e thought of a great many time , though I 
never before could make out whether it was entirely fensible 
or not. I intend, in laying this compensatory duty, to make it 
4 or 3 times the weight, not of the cloth, but of the wool con
tained in the cloth. 

'l'he idea got into my head that if you were compensating 
these manufacturers on account of not having free wool, you ' 
were carrying it a little too far when you gave them a compen
sation ba ed upon the theory that the cloth was entirely made 
of wool, when, in point of fact, it is only half made of wool, 
and yery often even a less proportion than that was in it. So 
I intend to push along these little amendments making this com
pensatory duty, intended to reimburse the manufacturer on ac
count of the loss that he su stains by reason of the wool duty. 
I intend to make that compensatory assessment applicable to 
the "ool contents of the cloth and not to the weight of the 
cloth. 

l\Ir. S~IOOT. Mr. President-- e . 
The PUESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIYER. I do. 
Mr. S~IOOT. l\Ir. President, again I call the attention of the 

Senator from Iowa to the fact that it is absolutely impossible 
to say how much pure wool is in a piece of goods, or how much 
woolen noils, or how much slubbing waste, or how much ring 
waste, or how much roving waste it contains. It is true that 
we can tell how much cotton there may be in a piece of" goods, 
but no one .ever lived who could tell how much woolen waste is 
mixed with the pure wool in a piece of ·goods. 

l\lr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, my friend understood me to 
very poor purpose if he suspected me of trying to separate, in 
the weighing of the wool in a piece of cloth, the pure wool from 
thO"Se wools which differ chemically from the pure wool only in 
the fact that they have had a longer experience in a cold world. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, 1\fr. President, I want to call the atten
tion of the Senator to the fact that this amendment would 
be absoluely unfair, for the very people who are in England 
to-day manufacturing cheap woolen goods, which contain from 
80 to 85 and 00 per cent of wool waste, would come in here and 
have to pay, perhaps, or should pay, the full amount, ·because 
you can not tell the difference. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Exactly. 
1\fr. SMOOT. But if the honest manufacturer in that coun

try would put in 10 per cent of the very best cotton in the 
world, he is to be penalized because he has done so. 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. No; he is only deprived of the compensa-
tion based on the idea that that cotton is wool. · 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but there is cotton that is worth a great 
deal more than the mungo which is contained in that piece of 
goods, and that is not penalized. But the man who would, per
haps, get in here 10 per cent of cotton is--

1\Ir. DOLLIVER. We do not put a duty on cotton, you know. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am not speaking of the duty on cotton, for 
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the cotton would be in the woolen goods then. It is to be taken Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
out, according to the argument-- question there? 

.Mr. DOLLIVER. Let me show my friend from Utah how Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
beautifully and how automatically my scheme works. He is Mr. WARREN. Theories, of course, may sound good or bad, 
anxious to keep out these low, cheap, vile, worthless cloths, is but it comes down to a simple, practical business proposition
he not? how much does the tariff add to a man's suit of clothes or the 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Yes; but the programme which the Senator cloth from which it is made? 
offers is not going to keep that vile, low stuff out, for they can Mr. DOLLIVER. I think I have heard that argument. That 
not tell how much there is of it by testing. If they attempt to depends upon the suit of clothes. 
eat wastes out with acids, it all goes out. Mr. WARREN. It is very small. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Do we not keep them out now? Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 
l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. We keep them out now by having a duty so Mr. WARREN. And you talk about this malevolent tariff 

high that they can not come in. and this--
1\Ir. DOLLIVER. We have the duty so high because it is a Mr. DOLLIVER. I did not say "malevolent tariff;" I said 

fixed assessment upon the weight of the cloth. I propose to fix that a tariff so framed as to have a malevolent countenance, 
the assessment upon the weight of the wool as found in the although the purpose of it was benevolent and helpful and it 
cloth; but these cheap shoddy goods are all wool in the cloth, ought to present such an appearance to the community. 
and nothing else. They would report upon analysis that the Mr. WARREN. The -Senator, dressed as well as he is, prob-
wool content of the cloth is all there. Therefore on these cheap ably has not 3 pounds of wool upon his person. 
shoddy goods, which we are so anxious to keep out and which Mr. DOLLIVER. I am very thankful for that. [Laughter.] 
we are now keeping out, my scheme would operate automatically Mr. w ARREN. I thought so. If a possible $1.33 protective 
to still keep them out, and at the same time take away from tariff is too much to be levied upon a suit of clothes in order 
people, who arc sending here goods upon which they get a that we may employ in this country, as we do, a million peo
compensation on account of the presence of wool in them which ple--families and a.ll-in the raising of wool and hundreds of 
is not there, that unnecessary compensatory which is sup- thousands more in the manufacturing of wool, rather than im
posed to reimburse them, but which, in fact, really subsidizes port all our cloths, then the Senator's judgment and mine differ. 
them and enables them to gather newspaper facilities and put Speaking of cloth, the cloth in the suit of clothes which I 
forward my friend from Wyoming and other good people to have on now cost a trifle over $4, and I submit that the cloth 
fight their battles before the bar of public opinion with the is good enough to wear even in the august presence of this 
people of the United States. Senate. I ask the Senator if I am not right. 

I propose that the goods coming into the United States in Mr. SMITH of Michigan. we will all testify to that. 
which wool does not appear, except in small quantities, in Mr. DOLLIVER. Let it be said that the Senator does not 
which there are materials other than wool, I propose to take require a very elaborate suit of clothes to present an impressive 
away from them this bogus compensation, which they now have, appearance in the Senate. [Laughter.] 
by which the weight of the cloth is weighed up as if it coil- Mr. WARREN. The amount of wool in the suit of clothes I 
tained 4 pounds of clothing wool of the first class in its texture have on weighs less than 3 pounds. The cloth m it cost-and 
and its make-up. it is the best kind I could get; it is all wool, and there is no 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator does not mean to intimate that an fiock or mungo or waste in it-a little over $4.' The making 
· Engli h manufacturer or a German manufacturer, if he was of the suit was $30, and the findings used cost 12.50; so that 

going to adulterate his goods, and if perchance there was cotton the suit of clothes as it hangs upon me now cost over $40, and 
in them and it would not be counted in the value of the goods, yet the cloth, for which I paid the regular mill price, cost but 
he would still put cotton in them? No; of course he would not. a trifie over $4. When you talk about a malevolent tariff and 
He would put in them wool extracts and the lowest grade waste talk about adding to the price for the workingman--
and mungo; and no one could tell it. Mr. DOLLIVER. I hope my friend will not allow that to 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If that is true, you have got four or five go into the RECORD. I have not said anything about a "malev
hundred per cent of this mungo waste, flocks, and other wool olent tariff." 
waste. Afr. WARREN. Perhaps I misunderstood the Senator; if so, 

Mr. SMOOT. And, Mr. President, I wish, therefore, that much I withdraw it. 
more to keep it out of this country. lkin b t t 'ff th 

Mr. DOLLn~R. Mr. President, it seems to me that there Mr. DOLLIVER. I was ta g a ou a an at had some 
disfigurement of its countenance. 

appears to be a sort of practical contention between the duty 1\Ir. WARREN. The Senator surely spoke of the enormity 
on this wool waste and the statement just made by the Senator of the tariff on wool and woolens. He will not \vithdraw that. 
from Utah, that the e goods are so cheap that it does not pay Mr. DOLLIVER. No,· 1 really intend to illustrate it--
to adulterate them with cotton. 

Mr. WARREN. l\fr. President-- Mr. WARREN. I am illustrating it in my way, and I hope 
'.rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa the Senator will illustrate it in his. If the Senator wtII figure 

yield to the Senator from Wyoming? out just how much the suffering consumer, who wears a uit 
Mr. DOLLIVER. r do. of clothes like the one to which I have referred, pays in order 
Mr. w ARREN. Mr. President, the Senator, I presume, to employ all the men along the line, from the time the raw 

knows-of course he must know-that since a tariff on wools wool comes in here until the cloth is made into a garment, I 
was first established, more than a century ago, in all the think he will find that the tariff on wool is a very small factor. 
tariff bills there is not a single exception, save one, which does M:. DOLLIVER. Mr. Presiden~, my friend presents the ipus
not put a tariff on a fabric of which wool forms any part, and trat10n to me exactly a~ I want .1t He has got a good ~mt. of 
that one, away back in the early part of the nineteenth century, : clothes; he has got his American cloth · cheap, everything 
put it upon that of which wool was the chief factor; but smooth, our people as well d:essed .as anybod!, clot~ as cheap 
every other law, including the Wilson-Gorman law, has been in here as a..D:YWh~re, the protective-tariff system is vindicated, and 
almost the same identical language and has put a duty on I agree with hun. 
fabrics whether containing a large or small quantity of wool. Therefore I want him to vote for an amendment which I am 
Perhaps they have all been wrong; perhaps for one hundred going to offer, that in no paragraph of ~is bill referring to 
and twenty years we have been wrong; perhaps the Senator is cloth shall the aggregate assessment of duties amount to more 
right; but I think he will see that i~ takes a little longer gen- than 100 per cent. I am. moved to propose that amen~ent 
erally and a little more time--! will not say any more per- because I know that that is enough. When a man comes IBto 
suasive argument than that furnished us by the Senator-to my office, as a poor fellow did who is manufacturing carriages 
bring about a great reform, when all parties on both sides have out .in o.ur country, with an armful .of cloth that he had been 
said all the way along for one hundred and twenty years that gettmg m England, shoddy and ordinary, cheap woolen cloth, 
a tariff should apply to a fabric of which wool composed any for lining the interior of a buggy such as country boys and' 
part girls are accustomed to use on Sunday afternoon when the.. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not now intend to go climate is propitious, and proved to me that if he brought that 
any more particularly into the amendment which I intend to cloth in from England-they did not seem to be making that 
offer to the woolen-cloth paragraph or schedule, but I hasten to kind of cloth here anywhere--that he was paying a duty of 
state another thing that I intend to do~ unless I am persuaded 200 per cent on it, paying not twice, but twice over, what the 
by some unseen influence not to do it. I think these woolen valuation of the cloth was at the custom-house, it appeared to ' 
rates by reason of these calculations are so high that, whether me that such a rate was not necessary and that it simply gave 
they b.re good, bad, or indifferent, they make the protective- an ugly advertisement to our great protective-tariff system. 
tariff system look ugly and malevolent in its relations to the l That is the reason I am appealing to Republicans everywhere 
market place. to make ready for the fight that is coming against the Repub., 
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lican party -and our ta.riff system by taking out of the measure 
these unnecessary and extravagant rates of duty. 

I hope I will have a good deal of cooperation here before I 
am through in reducing some of these .rates, not to the point of 
exposing our industry to injury, but to the point when the or
dinary man, with a good conscience, can stand up before the 
community and defend our policy and vindicate the policy which 
we have embodied in our laws. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator allow me? 
l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
l\fr. WARREN (continuing). The lowering of the duty upon 

shoddy, upon waste, and upon low-priced cloth has been tried. 
The Senator probably knows the result. When they put wool 
upon the free list they put shoddy and flocks and mungo and 
all of those materials on a lower duty than had theretofore pre
vailed. They followed exactly what the Senator proposes-to 
put a lower price upon cJoth. Let us look at the practical result. 
As I said a moment ago, it is not a matter of theory about a 
tariff; it is a matter of result. 

The Senator knows, surely, for he has communed with his
tory, that during that _time this country was flooded with a lot 
of cloth that for wearmg purposes was hardly worth the paper 
upon which the bill was written. That was the result of lower
ing the ta.riff upon those cheap fabrics. For instance, take the 
one article of shoddy. Before the Wilson-Gorman bill passed 
we were importing an amount that had not equaled a million 
pounds in four years or so, and, if I remember correctly, the 
first year after that bill became a law we imported over 45,000,-
000 pounds of shoddy. That 45,000,000 pounds of shoddy dis
placed from 100,000,000 to 135,000,000 pounds of American wool. 
Cloths were made in this country from that shoddy and sold at 
the mill price of 18 cents a yard, single width; and a man made 
from the manufacture of that kind of cloth one of the largest 
fortunes upon the capital invested that perhaps has ever been 
made in the woolen manufacturing industry in so short a time. 
Of course, when those cloths went on the backs of the con
sumer they might last a few days, if the weather was fine; but 
if the weather was bad he was naked in a very few days, unless 
he had money enough left to go and buy an all-wool suit. 

Mr. President, I do not think it is a matter of lowering the 
prices on low-priced goods if they are imitation or if they are 
nonwearable goods. It seems to me that we have got to pro
tect the workingman in his clothing, as to whether it shall wear 
well or not, just as we ought to protect the returns for his 
labor. 

If I were going to lower the duty, I would lower it on the 
pure wool. I would not lower the duty levied against this 
half-wool and half-shoddy or all-shoddy stuff, and in that I have 
the testimony of the correspondent from Minnesota which the 
Senator quoted. He wished we would make it prohibitory-the 
tariff on shoddy. We have all the rags and all the shoddy in 
this country that we ought to consume. We ought to keep out 
cheap cloths and counterfeit cloths. When I say "cheap cloth
ing" I do not mean cheap, dollar for dollar, for what it is 
worth but I mean cheaply constructed clothing, in which sub
stitut~s are used and upon which higher profits are made than 
upon the finer broadcloths and worsteds. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I do. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. I wish the Senate now just to look at this one 

proposition to see how ridiculous conditions would be here in 
this country if the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, as 
last proposed, were adopted. Supposing wool in. England, or 
in any part of this country, was 11 cents ~ pound m the grease, 
and our duty here was 11 cents-and, by the way, the Senator 
from Iowa says that he is not going to disturb that-that 
would be 100 per cent ad valorem duty. Where would there be 
any duty for the manufacturing of that wool? . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not intend to disturb the 50 per cent. 
The duty of 100 per cent would be on the finished cloth, of 
which the wool constitutes but about half the cost. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. l\fr. President, the whole proposition is that 
we have to take into consideration not only the ad valorem duty 
that 1s upon wool, but the duty that is put upon the manufac
tured woolens. So that, if woolens in the markets of the world 
were 11 cents a pound and our duty upon grease wools was 11 
cents there is 100 per cent ad valorem duty, and nothing left 
to pr~tect the manufacturing interests in this country in taking 
the wool and putting it into cloth. What would be the result? 
The result would be that e>ery woolen manufacturing institu
tion would have to cease. I would ask the Senator from Iowa 
If that is not the case? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I would ask the Senator from Utah when 
it was that woolens were 11 cents? 

Mr. SMOOT. In foreign lands. Ob, many times, l\Ir. Presi
dent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. T)len, what is the present duty on the 
woolens that come from abroad here? 

Mr. SMOOT. The price on unwashed wools was 11. cents; 
on second class-- • 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the equivalent duty ad valorem? 
l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Second class, 12 cents a pound--
Mr. DOLLIVER. What is the equivalent ad valorem? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President, that may be in one year a cer

tain amount and in another year it may be another amount. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Has it ever risen far above 50 per cent? 
Mr. SMOOT. Sometimes, Mr. President, it has been. It 

would have been in 1895, when we sold wool in our State for 4 
and 5 cents a pound. I bought for the mill there nearly 1,000,-
000. pounds of wool, and it did not average over 5! cents. If a 
condition like that should arise, where would our manufac
turers be? Of course upon its face it looks as if the proposition 
that no ~uty should be over 100 per cent is a fail· one; but sup
pose a condition should arise, as it did then, where would our 
manufacturers be? They would be absolutely stranded. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, will the Senator indulge me 
a moment? 

l\Ir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARREN. In extending the remarks that I made about 

the cheap clothing, I want to make this observation : It takes 
about the same labor to make a suit of clothing of very cheap 
goods that it takes to make a good suit; but, Mr. President, 
the poor suit of clothes made from shoddy, and so forth, may 
not give one-tenth of the wear that a good article gives. 

I have here some samples of cloth. The mill price is on 
each one of them. They are about as handsome worsteds as you 
would care to see. They run from less than $1 to $1.12! a yard. 
They are all wool; they are 56 inche~ wide; and it takes a 
little over 3 yards to make a single smt. If you buy a whole 
piece and take it to a tailor, it takes just abo?t 3 yards to 
each suit if it is made up into ready-made clothing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Are they American cloths? 
l\Ir. WARREN. These are American cloths. When you have 

got worsteds, about the best that are made and double-widtl;i, of 
which it takes 3 or 3! yards to make a suit of clothes, a smt of 
clothes made from it will last a couple of seasons, perhaps. Is 
it to the interest of the poor man, we will say, to make up a 
fabric that will cost him a dollar or two less for the cloth, when 
its making costs the same? Will it pay to reduce the tariff 
upon the cheaper material, upon the substitutes, no matter what 
the percentage is? I am·not afraid of puttin~ 100 per cen~ upon 
something that is not desirable, upon somethmg as to which we 
would have the thanks of every consumer if we should shut it 
out entirely. 

Why talk about reducing the cost of cloth by reducing the 
tariff upon cheap articles, when cloth like this can be bought 
for a little over a dollar a yard? It only takes to-day about 
3 yards to make up a suit. What is the use of bringing in a 
lot of cloth that may only be one-fifth wool and the balance 
cotton or shoddy or, for that matter, any other substitute? 
We are already protecting the workingman in this country . 
who is making the cloth, and we are also protecting his back 
and body by so providing that, instead of being swindled with a 
lot of cheap cloth, which dissolves when he goes out in the 
rain, he may have a first-class tab:ic costing a little over $3 
for cloth enough for ..a first-class smt of clothes. 

During Mr. DoLLIVER's speech, 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to send to the 

desk some amendments which I desire to offer to the bill, in 
order that they may be printed? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. CertainJy. 
Mr. BACON. I ask to have printed as one document the 

series of amendments, and also that they may be printed in the 
RECORD without being read. 

There being no objection, the amendments were ordered to 
be printed as n. document, and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. BACON to the bill (H. R. 
1438) to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
of the United States, and for other purposes, relating t o the provisions 
of said bill prescribing duties upon wools and hair, as follows : 

Amend by striking out all of said bill from paragraph 3ri6 to para
graph 372, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

"The duty upon all wools, hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals, and upon shoddy, noils, wool extract, woolen rags, mungo.r 
and flocks yarn waste thread waste, and all other waste composea 
wholly or in part of wool shall be 30 per cent ad valorem." 
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~end further by striking out paragraph 373', which ts as follows:: 
' 373. On yarns made wholly or .tn part of wool, valued at not more 

than 30 cents per pound, the duty; per pound shall be two and one-hall 
times the duty imposed by this seetion on l poond of unwashed wool of 
the first class, and in addition thereto 25 per cent ad valorem ; valued 
at more than 30 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three and 
one-half times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto, upon all the foregoing, 
40 per cent ad valorem" (In eqµIvalent, maximum 143.02' per cent 
ad vafoi·em.) 

And insert in lieu thereof the following : 
"373. On yarns made wholly or in part of wool, 40 per cent ad 

valorem." 
Amend furthel:' by striking out paragraph 374, on page 130, which is 

as follows~ 
" 37 4. On cloths, knit fabrics, and all manufactures of every descrip

tion made wholly or in part of wool, not specially p·rovided for in this 
section, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound the duty per 
pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this section on a pound 
of unwashed wool of the first class; valued at above 40 cents. per pound 
and not above 70 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be· four 
times the duty imposed by this section on l pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition. thereto, upcm all the foregoing, 50 
per cent ad valorem; valued at over 70 cents per pound, the duty per 
pound shall be four times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound 
of unwashed wool of the first class and 55 per cent ad vaiorem." (In 
equivalent, maximum 141 per cent ad valorem.J 

And insert the foll(}wing in lieu thereof ; 
" 374. On knit fabtics,. and all fabrics made on knitting machines or 

frames, not including wearing apparel, and on shawls made wholly or 
in part of wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, -or other 
animals, valued at not exceeding 4(} cents per pound, 35 per cent ad 
valorem ; valued at more than 40 cents per pound, 40 per cent ad 
valorem." 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 375, on page 130, which is 
as follows: 

" 375-. On blankets,. and flannels for underwear composed wholly or 
in part" of wool, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty 
per pound shall be the same as the duty imposed by this section on 2 
pounds of unwashed wool of the first class,. and in addition thereto. 30 
per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 4-0 cents and not mere than 
50 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be three times the duty 
imposed by this ection on 1 pound of" unwashed wool of the first elass, 
and in addition thereto 35 pei- cent ad valorem. On blankets composed 
wholly or in part o.f wool, valued at more than 50 cents per pound,. the 
duty per pound shall be three times the duty imposed by this section on 
1 pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in. addition thereto 40 
per- cent ad valorem. Flannels composed wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at above 50: cents pe.r pound, shall be elassi.fied and pay the 
same duty as women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
cloths, and gO'ods of similar character and description provided by this 
section: Pt·oq;ide<l, 'l'hat. on blankets over 3 yards in length the same 
duties shall be paid as on cloths." (In equivalent, maximum 165.42 
per cent ad valorem.) 

.And insert the following in lieu thereof : 
"375. On blankets, hats of wool, flanners for underwear-, and felts 

for printing machines, composed wholly or in part of wool, the hair of 
the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not more than 30 
cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued' at more than 30 and 
not more than 40 cents per- pound, 30 per cent ad valorem; valued at 
more than 4D eents per pound 35. per cent ad valorem: Provided, That 
on blankets over 3 yard& in length the same duties shall be paid as on 
woolen and worsted cloths." 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 376, on page 131, and para
graph 377, on page 132, whicb are as follows ; 

u 376. On women's and . children's dress- goods, coat linings" Italian 
cloths, and goods of similar description and character of which the 
warp consists wholly of cotton or other vegetable material, with the re
mainder of the fabric composed wholly or in part of wool, valued at not 
exceeding 15 cents I)er square yard, the duty shall be 7 cents per square 
yard; valued at more than 15 cents per square yard, the duty shall be 
8: cents per square yard; and· in addition thereto on all the foregoing 
valued at not above 70 cents per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem ~ valued 
above 70 cents per pound, 55- per cent ad valorem." (In equtvalent, 
maximum 115.53" per cent ad valorem.) · 

"377. On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian 
cloths, bunting~ and goods of similar description or character composed 
wholly or in part of wool, and not specially proYided fol" in this section, 
the duty shall be 11 cents per square yard; and in addition thereto on 
all the foregoing valued at not above 70 cents per pound, 50 per cent 
ad valorem; valued above 70 cents per pound, 55 per- cent ad valorem: 
Pt-ovided,. That on all the foregoing, weighing ove1· 4 ounces per square 
yard, the duty shall be the same as imposed by this schedule on cloths." 
Un equivalent, maximum 118 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof : · 
"On women's and children's dress goods, coat linings, Italian cloths, 

bunting, or goods of similar description or character, and on all manu
factures eomposed wholly or in part of: wool, worsted, the hair of the 
camel,. goat, alpaca, or other animals, valued at not over 50 cents per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 
50 per cent ad valorem. 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 378,. on page 132, which is 
as follows: 

" 378. On elothing, l'eady-made, and articles of wearing apparel <Yf 
every description, wool hats, shawls whether knitted or woven, and 
knitted a1·ticles of every description made up or manufactured wholly 
or in part, felts not woven, and not specially provided for in this section, 
composed wholly or in part of wool, the duty pe1· pound shall be four 
times the duty imposed by this section on 1 pound of unwashed wool 
of the first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent ad valorem." (In 
equivalent, maximum 95.98 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the followin"' in lieu thereof: 
" 378. On clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearin"' apparef of 

every description, made up or manufactured wholly or in part, not 
specially prnvided for in this act, felts not specially provided for in 
this act, all the foregoing composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, 
the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals., valued at above 
$1.50 per pound, 50 per cent ad valorem; valued at less than $1.50 per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem. ·on cloaks, dolmans, jackets, talmas, 
ul ters, or other outside garments for ladies' and children's apparel, and 
goods of similar description or used for like purposes, and on knit 
wearing apparel, composed wholly or in part of wool, worsted, the hair 
of the ca mel, goat, alpaca, or other animals, made up or manufactured 
wholly or in part, 40 per cent ad valorem." 

as~~ ~the:r by suikin.g out paragl'&pli 379, on page 132, which fs 

" 379. Webbings,, gorings •. snsp~ders, bra:ces, b~dings, b_eltings, bind
ing,s, braids, galioons, edging ,. mserttngs, fiouncmgs, !rmges,, gimps. 
cords, cords and tassels, ribbons, ornaments, laces, trimming , and articles, 
made wholly; or- in part of lace,. embroideries and all articles embroid
ered by hand or machinery, head nets, nettings, buttons, or barrel but
tons, o.r buttOllS: oi other forms: for tassels or ornaments, and manufac
tures of wool ornamented with beads or spangle of whatever materlaJ 
composed, any of the foregoing made of wool or of which wool ls a com
ponent material, whether containing india. rubber or not,. 50 cents per 
pound and 60 per cent ad valarem." (In equivalent, maximum 80.83 per 
cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the- following in lieu thereof : 
" 379. On webbings, gorings, suspenders, braces, beltings, blndlngs. 

braids, galloons, fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trim
mings, laces, embroideries, head nets, nettings and veiling~ buttons or 
barrel buttons,,. or buttons of other :forms. for tassels. or o.rnaments., lll'.lJl 
o! the foregoing which are elastic or· nonelastic, made of wool, worsted,, 
the hair 0-'f the camel, goat, al:paca, or other animals, or of which wool, 
worsted, the hair of the· came]', goat. alpaca, or othei: animals is a 
component material, 45 per cent ad valfil'em." 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 380, on page 133, which is 
as follows; 

" 380. Aubusson, Ax.minster, moq.ue.tte, and chenille carpets, figured 
or plain, and all carpets or cal'peting of like character or description, 
60 cents per square yard and in addltion thereto 40 J,:?er cent ad va
lorem." (In equivalent, 66.34 per cent ad valorem.) 

And iDSert the follo.wing in lieu thereof ; 
" 380. Aubnsson,, Axminster, moquette, and chenille car:pets, figured 

or plain, carpets woven whole. for rooms,- and all carpets or carpeting 
Elf like eharactei> or descri_\)tion, 40 per cent ad valorem:• 

Amend further b-y strikmg out paragnph 381, on page 133, whlcb 
ls as follows : -

" 381 Saxony, Wilton, ancI Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain.. 
and all carpets er carpeting of like character or description, SO cents. 
per square yard a.nd: in addition theret0> 4(} per cent ad valorem.." (In 
equivalent, 'l2.67 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof~ 
" 381. Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, figured or plain,. 

and all carpets E>.U carpeting of like character or description, 40 pfil' 
cent ad valorem." 

Amend further by str:ildng out paragraph 382~ on page 13'.3, which is 
as follows: 

"'382~ B'ru.ssels carpets, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpeting 
of like character or deseriptioni 44 cents per square yard and in addi
tion thereto 40 per cent ad va orem." (In equivalent, 15.81 per cent 
ad vaiorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof :· 
" 382. Brussels carpets, figured or plain,. and all carpets or carpet

ing of like character or d~scription, 40 per cent ad valru:em." 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 383, on page 133, which fir 

as follows: 
"383. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed 

on the war-p or otherwi e, and all carpets or carpeting of . like charac
ter or description, 40 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 
40 per cent ad valorem." (In equlvalent, 58.86 ~ cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof : 
" 383. Velvet and tapestry velvet carpets, figured or plain, printed> 

on the warp or otherwise, and all carpets or carpeting of like charac
ter or description, 40. pw cent ad valor-em." 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 384, on. page 133, which is 
as· follO'ws : 

•• 384. Tapestry Brussels carpets, figur-ed or plain, and all carpetS' 
or carpetin.,. of like character or description, printed on the warp or· 
otherwise, 28 cents per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per cent 
ad valorem." (In equivalent, 60.73 per cent ad valore-m.) 

And insert the following in lfuu thereof : 
"384. Tapestry Brussels, figured or plain, and all carpets or carpet

ing of like character or desc1iption, printed on the wairp or othe.rwi 
40 per cent ad valorem." 

Amend further by striking out paragraph 385, on pa.ge 134, which is 
as follows: 

"385. Treble ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 22 
cents per square yard and in addition thereto 4.0 per cent ad valorem." 
(In equivalent, 66.72 per- cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereof : 
" 385. Treble- ingrain, three-ply, and all chain Venetian carpets, 30 

per cent ad valorem_." 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 386, on page 134-, which is 

as follows : 
" 386. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain carpet&, 18 c-ents per square 

yard and in addition thereto 40 p.er cent ad valorem." (In equivalent, 
58.63 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following fn Heu thereof : 
"3 6. Wool Dutch and two-ply ingrain earpets, 30 per cent ad' 

valorem." 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 387, on page 134, which is 

as follows: 
"387. Carpets of every description, woven whole· for rooms, and 

oriental, Berlin. Aubusson, Axminster. and similar rugs, 10 cents per 
sqrrare- foot and 40 pel"' cent ad valorem : Provided, That in the meas
urement of all mats, rugs, carpets, and similar articles,. of whatevel" 
material composed, the selvage, if any. shall be included." (In equiv
alent, 60.01 per cent ad valorem.) 

And insert the following in lieu thereor-: 
"387. Carpets o.f every description woven whole for rooms, and ori

ental, Berlin., and other similar rugs, 40 per cent ad valorem." 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 388, on page 134, which is 

as follows: 
"388. Druggets and bockings, printed, colored, or otherwise, 22 cents 

per square yard and in addition thereto 40 per eent ad valorem." (In 
equivalent, 70.86 per cent ad valorem.) 

An.d insert the following in lieu thereof : 
"388. Druggets- and bockings, printed. colored, or otherwise, felt 

carpeting, figured or plain, 30 per cent ad valorem." 
Amend further by striking out paragraph 389, on page 134, which is 

as follows: 
•• 389. Carpets and carpeting of wool. flax, or cotton, or compo ed in 

part of any of them, .not speeially provided for in this section, and mats,, 
matting, and rugs of cotton, 50 per cent ad valorem." 

An insert the following in lieu the1·eof : 
" 389. Carpets and carpeting, of wool, flax, or cotton, composed in 

part of either, not specially provided for in this act, 30 per cent ad 
valorem." 
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After the conclusion of Mr. DoLLIVER~s speech, 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not know that I can 

add very much to the technical discussion affecting the manu
facture of woolen goods, but there is a practical side to this 
.question affecting the people that constitute a very considerabl-e 
percentage of the consumers of this country as well as producers 
that should not be lost sight of. We are apt to lose the con
sideration of that question in the consideration of these mysteri
ous figures affecting the classification of imports and the duties 
upon them. 

Of course the value of our .home product depends upon the 
quantity and the condition of the importations of wool. . If the , 
J)eople can obtain all the wool they want from abroad upon 
better terms than they can obtain it at home, they will larg~Iy 
buy the foreign product; and the purpose of a protective tariff 
is to regulate the conditions under which foreign wool may 
come into this country, so that th-ere will be a greater burden 
upon the foreign wool and its products than upon the domestic 
wool. That is the spirit of the legislation now under considera
tion. 

Largely we must appeal first to the labor item. I find, from 
a reference to the report of the committee of the Senate, that 
there are $135,069,063 of wages involved in this controversy. 
Those are the figures given us by the committee, and they are 
no doubt correct. That sum of money represents more than 
the value of all the land, with the buildings and improvements 
upon it, in about 17 States. There are 17 States in this Union 
whose total valuation of lands and improvements falls below 
the wages item in this schedule. I state that in order that we 
may carry in our minds e.ll along some comparison upon which 
to determine the eguities of this question. 

There is not an enterprise in this country in which the wage 
item enters more largely than into the .question of the woolen 
~chedule. The 1argest item in the woolen schedule is men's 
clothing. That, of course, includes the cloths to which the Sena
tor from Wyoming referred, but that item includes the wages 
of the people who convert the wool into clothing. That is about 
one-third of the wage item. 

A brief comparison of the fig:ures will throw some light upon 
this question as it affects the men who produce the wool. At 
i:he time of -the enactment of the Dingley bill it cost $1,479 to 
_produce in bale the wool of 1,200 sheep. To-day it costs $2,840 
to do the same thing. There is a difference in wages to the 
men producing that item of $1,365 between free wool and the 
Dingley Act. 

That item is denominated as a flock. Sheep raisers divide 
.their sheep into flocks for convemence of care and protection. 
So it will be seen that the increase is practically 100 per cent 
-0f the cost of raising a flock of sheep and producing the wool 
to-day, as against the cost at the time of the enactment of the 
Dingley bill. Why? Because men at that time were working 
for less wages; were compelled to submit to less profit. And 
these are the items: In 1897, 1 herder, at $35 per month, $420 
for the year; 1 camp tender, at $25 a month, $300 per year; 
board for the two, $25 a month, $300 a year; · shearing, at 7 
cents each, $119; feeding hay, at 20 cents each, $340. That 
makes up the total of $1,479 for taking care of and taking the 
wool from a flock of sheep. 

Compare those wages, and you will have a very fair idea of 
the differing conditions under free trade and a protective tariff. 
frhe man who received $35 a month in 1897 now receives $50 
a month. The man who.receiV"ed $25 a month as camp tender 
now receives 40 a month. The man who boarded them for 
$25 a month under free trade now gets $50 per month. We 
now pay to the Government a grazing fee of 7 cents upon each 
of these sheep, and that is whether they are on forest reserves 
or on any other government land. The shearing which in 1897 
.cost 7 cents to-day costs 10 cents; that is, the men get 3 cents 
apiece more now for shearing the sheep than they did then. 
The hay in 1.897 cost 20 cents for each sheep and to-day it 
costs 50 cents. 

There is a statement, a business statement of account between 
free trade and the existing condition. I have that from the 
man who engaged the herder, raised the sheep, and paid for 
their care. It is not dependent upon any official statistics. It 
is the actual charge, and I think it is one of the most enlight
ening and important items from the standpoint of the raiser 
of sheep that can be produced. 

Let us apply that; that is, for a flock of a limited number of 
sheep. Of course, the :figures carried forward would demon
strate the difference in cost as applied to the entire sheep in
dustry. I will take my own State as a text, because what is 
"true there is true elsewhere. We are the third largest wool
producing State in the United States--Idaho.. We have close to 
6,000,000 sheep in the State, and -they carry fleeces close to 

25,000,000 pounds. Of :course, the department says that the 
.average fleece in Idaho is 7 pounds. That is the ave.rage fleece 
that is sheared by the large sheep ownei·s, but there are a very 
large number of sheep in the State which do not produce 7 
pounds. I take them into consideration when I state the 
product. 

I saw wool-2,000,000 pounds of it-in October, 1.896, piled 
up in the warehouses and on the railroad platforms that could 
find no market. ·The freight to Boston-the wool market .of 
this country at that time-was abo~t 6 cents a pound, and the 
price of wool in Boston was ab.out ·6 cents a pound. So the 
wool stayed there, and this followed : The millions of sheep 
that had been running upon the grazing fields of Idaho neces
sarily disaplleared. Men sold them; men gave them away. iI 
saw a flock of 1,000 sheep, for which a man :paid 10 cents apiece, 
being driven int'O Uontana, in the hope of finding some pasture 
for them. I '8aw the flocks of Idaho disappear, practically, and 
that condition continued until the Dingley bill gave us a pro
tective tariff upon the "Product of the sheep; and then I saw the 

. industry grow again. Many of the men who had been formerly 
engaged in that buslness had gone into bankruptcy and bud gone 
out into other fields of business occupation. Practically a new 
set of men came into the field to build up the sheep industry. 

Now: sheep can not be produced in a day. They must grow, 
and n;cessarily they had to wait untn they could 1·egrow these 
flocks. The result was that wool went from 6 cents to 13 and 
14 cents a pound in Idaho, ,and it has gone up as high .as 20 
and 21 and 22. It is worth a.bout 18 to 20 cents there now 
because of the protective-tariff policy under the Dingley Act and 
for no other reason. You remove that duty or you tamper with 
it and you immediately hold a threat over that great industry 
which will result in nien pulling in, so to speak~ in this enter
prise; and if you reduce the duties so as to reduce th~ profits 
upon sheep raising, they will go out of business. ·what will 
take its place? These great stretches of pasture lands will be 
idle. They will be nonproductive, because, as a rule, there are 
not other men to step in, even though the conditions were favor
able to other classes of business, and take the ,places of the 
men who go out. We would lose that income. 

In addition to the value of the wool, which is an annual 
product, there is the value of the sheep. I should say the sheep 
will average $4 a head in Idaho; and we have 3,000,000 of 
the class of sheep which would be worth $4 a head. There is 
$12,000,000 of property bekmging to the sheep raisers in Idaho 
which would pass out of existence, which would g-0 into the 
market at a depreciated price, if they could find a market at 
all. In 1896 they could find no market for them, so that they 
were disseminated throughout the fields of bankruptcy and 
low prices, and we had nothing to take their place. 

That is the business situation. And can you wonder that we 
a.re here to oppose -a reduction; or anything that may amount to 
a reduction, of the -duty to be placed upon the product of our 
competitors? We compete within our own country, in the mar· 
kets of the people, in the sale of these products. Are we to be 
brought into competition now, not with our own people, because 
the rule of destruction will apply to the entire product wherever 
it is in this country, but with the producers of other countries! 

As I suggested once before, are we, because evils exist in 
our country, now to call in the Hessians to punish the people 
and compel them to submit to these conditions of depreciated 
value and trade? That is the spirit which appeals to me in this 
matter, and I do not feel that this question .should be left to 
rest upon a discussion of the technical principles of trade in 
the custom-house. I do not intend to speak of the trade in the 
custom-house. I intend to speak of the trade on the plains
the conditions of those people. Any industry that contributes 
fifteen or twenty million dollars every year to a part of the 
people of this country is entitled to receive our conSideration in 
legislating on that subject. 

I am not content to risk the experiment whether or not some 
new theory might work as well. This great industry has been 
builded up and maintained under the existing condition, with 
which we are content, and we protest against any change in it. 
If conditions were unsatisfactory, if clothing was beyond the 
reach of the poor or the rich, if evils had grown up out of 
this industry, there might be some reason for reaching out 
and grasping new theories and for experimenting with new 
methods of government. But when it is admitted that the 
prices are reasonable, and further demonstrated that the people 
have money to pay the prices, which is the most .important of 
all, why tamper with it? Why propose any change either of th"0 
method or of the basic value? 

The Sena.tor from Iowa {l!i!r. DOLLIVER] says he has another 
theory that is just as good. I have met these just-us-good men 
all along the road in my life. They are the unsuccessful peci-
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ple, the people who always think they have something better 
than that which you have and are trying to tempt you to sub
stitute their wares for yours. That is not a safe basis for 
government or a safe basis on which to enact a tariff law. 

Mr. President, up well into my years of life the majority 
of this product was east of the Mississippi River. In 1877 only 
25 per cent of the wool of this country was produced west of the 
Mississippi River. To-day 78 per cent of it is produced west of 
the Mississippi River. The interest, the selfish interest-and I 
charge it against no man personally-has shifted. To-day there 
is less interest in the East in protecting the product of the 
flocks of sheep than there was thirty years ago. To-day it is a 
western industry. 

Mr. President, under the free-trade policy and practice of the 
Democratic party the importations of wool from foreign coun
tries almost doubled-some years more than doubled-and the 
exportations of wool fell off proportionately. That mea_nt that 
we were sending our money abroad to get clothes, the product 
of wooi. If :we had it, we were sending it abroad to buy the 
products of other nations. 

Immediately upon the enactment of the Dingley bill and the 
restoration of a duty upon wool the tables turned and we began 
to produce wool in this country, and the importations decreased, 
notwithstanding that our necessities were enhanced by our 
prosperity and the balance of trade has been in our favor 
on this product ever since, to the extent of a great many million 
dollars. 

There has been $900,000,000 of wool produced in this country 
since the Dingley bill was enacted, which would not haV"e been 
produced under the free-trade Wilson-Gorman bill. I take 
that from the figures showing the exports and the imports and 
the production and the use of this article. Those figures repre
sent good government in the interest of the people. 

I care not for the prosperity of the woolgrowers of other 
countries. We have no responsibility for them. Our first duty 
lies toward our own people, and the enactment of laws should be 
in the interest of our own people, regardless of the effect upon 

·other nations. The presumption is that the other nations could 
exist without us, and I know we can exist without them, in so 
far as the necessities of life are concerned. 

It occurred to me, when I heard Senators speaking for an 
income tax, that we might reach one phase of that question here 
by placing duties upon the things -µsed as luxuries by : those 
from whom the income tax would be collected. You can raise 
re--venue enough, by placing the tariff high enough upon the lux
uries of life that would be used by the class of people who would 
pay an income tax, to make it unnecessary to resort to an in
come tax. 

This talk of being under obligations to revise the tariff down
ward came from somewhere; I do not know from where; from 
some political, I was going to say swamp, like a miasma. No 
man dared to mention it in the national platform. It was a con
cession, a sop, thrown by those lacking in confidence to the 

-.,·oters whose support they thought they had to have. Four 
years ago, with similar conditions, without any such pretense, 
we cast the largest majority for the leader of the Republican 
party that had ever been cast. Have conditions changed so in 
four years that we must add some promise? There is nothing 
in the platform of the Republican party which requires us, 
as suggested by the Senator from Iowa, to make any concession, 
because some one or many may have promised a revision 
downward. They seem to think that the Republican party 
never had a platform until the last Chicago convention. 

The platform of the Republican party includes every declara
tion which has been made since its organization, and the 

-declarations of 1860 and 1 64, and in every other campaign, 
are still a part of it . 

The man who denies it had better review and reV"ise his 
Republicanism. There is not a plank in its history, in any 
campaign, that any Republican would to-day strike out. If 
we do not repeat them all eYery time, it is because we have 
written them into the laws of the country, for which the Re
publican party stands, and it is no longer necessary to repeat 
them. But they have not been dropped out. We post our 
ledger every four years and include conditions that have arisen 
as a basis of a declaration to the people, but we do not unwrite 
the words of the Republican platforms of the past. 
- We have heard Senators reading from speeches-the speeches 
of candidates, the speeches of men who spoke on behalf of the 
Republican party-to prove that the Republican party has 
changed its doctrine. None of them whose remarks are entitled 
to our consideration ever dreamed that such a use would be 
made of the expressions they gave forth. There was a party 
in the last campaign that had a platform which was in con
formity with the declarations and the demands of some Sen-

ators. But the people repudiated it. They did not elect any
body who stood upon that platform, which declared in favor 
of a reduction of the tariff. 

The Senator from Iowa stated correctly to-day the meaning 
of the word " revision " or " revise." It was merely a promise 
to the people that we would look again at the tariff laws of 
the counh·y. Look again, for what purpose? That we might 
inspect, as a man inspects the home in which he lives or his 
business system, to see whether or not there is need of repairs. 
When the people gave their sanction at the polls to the Repub
lican party and continued it in power, it was a declaration that 
the conditions then existing were satisfactory to the people 
and the mere promise that we look was unnecessary, becaus~ 
the Republican party is always looking to the wisdom and the 
effect of its action. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from-Minnesota? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr. NELSON. The Senator will concede that the Republican 

platform at Chicago did prescribe a revision of the tariff, and 
did provide for it. Now, what was the purpose of that? What 
was the purpose of putting any plank about the revision of the 
tariff in the platform? What was it for? · 

Mr. HEYBURN. Because there was an inquiry abroad in 
the land as to whether or not the tariff rested upon a sound 
basis. 

Mr. NELSON. Was that all? 
Mr. HEYBURN. That was all there was in the Republican 

convention. Outside of the Republican convention, and outside 
of the Republican party, there was denunciation and a demand 
for a transfer of power to another party, but within the Re
publican party no one on the day of that convention would 
haye dared to confess inadequacy on the part of the Republican 
party in the management of the affairs of this country. 

Mr. NELSON. What was the purpose of revision contem
plated in the platform? What was the revision that the plat
form had in view? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The purpose I have already stated. The 
insertion of that plank was an assurance to those who were in 
doubt, and in doubt because of their want of knowledge. It 
was an assurance that the Republican party would see to it. 

Mr. NELSON. Then, as I understand the Senator, the only 
object was as to those who began to doubt whether some 
features of the protective tariff were too high, and it was 
simply a declaration in the platform to give us an opportunity 
to convert them to the efficacy of the tariff. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; it was a reply to their expression of 
uncertainty that the great Republican party would look into 
the matter. It was equivalent to a declaration that when they 
inspected that foundation of the Republican . party if they 
found it sound they would stand by it, and if they found the 
conditions had changed and made it wise to reform some 
schedules in certain ways they would raise them or lower thei;n. 
It was also an assurance that if there were any products that 
needed greater protection they would advance the duties. 

Mr. NELSON. If the statement of the Senator from Idaho 
is correct, and all the object of the revision was to assure the 
people that the existing tariff was correct, why are we here 
to pass a tariff bill? What is the purpose of it? Ought we 
not to adhere to the Dingley Jaw? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will refer the inquiry to the Senator from 
Minnesota as to why we are here. We are not here because 
the Republican party had proven incompetent to manage the 
affairs of this Government. We are not here because we did 
not have prosperity under Republican rule. We are not here 
because we intended to repudiate the lifelong principles of the 
Republican party. We are not here for any of those reasons. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator misconstrues me. When I used 
the expression "What are we here for?" I meant why are we 
here pretending to revise the · tariff. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We are here looking it over. We are here 
inspecting the great building occupied by the people of this 
country, to see whether or not it is in good working order. It 
was in good working order at the time of the Chicago co1wen
tion. It has been in good working order always when the Re
publican party has controlled the destinies of this country; and 
it will be in good working order only so long as the Republican 
party controls its destinies along the lines upon which that 
party has always rested. 

That is the answer I make to the Senator. He has been a 
lifelong member of the Republican party, if I am correctly ad
vised, and he knows that the foundation stone upon which it 
rests is a protective tariff that will gfre the rieople of this coun
try the markets of the country without any close competition 
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with the produ~ers of other countries. This: thing o:f trying to 
scale the wool protection down to a hairbreadth and then 
drawing fine lines and indulging in close analysis to see whether 
or not it is possible for our business opponent to slip OT.er the 
line in a night and invade our ground is not my kind of revision 
Qt Republicanism. 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator from Idaho talks about. hair
breadth. discriminations or distinctions. What does he think of 
a. tariff of 165 per cent ad valorem upon woolen b.J.ankets? Is 
that a f ounda ti on stone of the Republican party? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr_ President~ if it was necessary to enact 
such a tariff in order to give the American people the markets 
:fo:r the products. upon which tP.e duty was laid,, l would not 
care if it was a thousand per cent. I would shut that foreign 
eompetitor out of our markets, and I would have those who 
are able to disregard the American product pay a price and. 
put it into the Treasury of the United States .. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Idaho yield still further- to the: Senator from Minnesota? 
.Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. . 
:Mr. NELSON. Where would the Senator get his revenue if 

we shut everything out'l , 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. There are always enough people whose 

vanity tempts them to buy anything because it has a foreign 
brand or a foreign coat of arms upon it. You can rest safely 
upon the vanity, of the people to pay the duty .. 

l\fr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro teropore. Does the Senatoi: from 

Idaho yield to his colleague? 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
l\fr. BORAH. I suggest to the Senator- from :Minnesota that 

he could get it from a.n income tax. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Well, ?,fr. President,, I think I will not take 

up. the ineome tax at this time. I may possibly do SQ later. 
I am speaking in favor- of the_kind of income tax that appeals 
to me now, an income tax under the provisions and within the 
contemp.lation of the Constitution of the United States, which 
provided that the first resource of this Government to IDaiutain 
itself should be duties upon imports to this country. That was 
the intention of the founders, and until that is exhausted or 
proven to. be inadequate I would go. no further; I would ·not 
even feel it necessary to consider whether or· not we might re
sort to another class of taxation. . 

1What do you propose to do in this country? You propose to 
run the American labor engaged in this industry, the average 
.weekly wages of which is $8.31 per week, against the Italian 
labor, which is $3.77 a week, and I speak from official figures, 
the identical labor, the same number of hours. 

l\fr. NELSON. I do not understand that the Italians are 
raising sheep or sending any wool over here. 

.Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator wonld be astonished to know 
how many of them a.re engaged in the manufacture of articles 
,within this schedule. I have it, but I want to finish the state
ment from the comparative tables. You would be running the 
'American labor, that receives American wages. and lives. like 
an American, up against the correspending labor of France at 
$5.03 per week. You would be running the American labor, 
,with the attributes of the American citizen behind it, against 
English labor at $5.72. per week. 

Why would we who are here to represent these American 
~aborers trade off their prosperity in a vain attempt to follow 
after some untried the<;>ries of government, when we have .. and 
know that we have, conditions here, the result of the repub
lican system of gover-nment, that leaves us a margin which rep
resents the profit to the American people? 

Mr. President, I have heard some suggestions Iiere a1:1 to the 
pasis of a protective tariff tha.t have not accorded with my 
~dea. All these comparisons have been between great enter
prises in America and like enterprises abroad. Senators have 
been comparing how possible it was for the- well equipped and 
great American factories. to compete with those abroad. Where, 
:in their minds, were the small enterprises of this country? The 
true basis o:f a protective tariff is. not with the great enter
p~ises that might compete because of the \Olume of their busi
:i;iess. It begins with the smaller concerns. The question in my 
mind is not whether the Amoskeag l\Iills might compete- with 
the foreigner, but it is whether the little mill down in the 
valley that represents all that men of smaller means have shall 

··compete with him. That is protection. The protective tariff 
·.was to protect those who need it, and those who need it most 
'are not the great enterprises. with ""Vast capital and great 
buildingsA 

All through this discussion, as I have heard it on both sides 
of the Chamber, my mind has criticised that comparison and 

has been makfng inquiries· all the time. The figures I have been 
making all the time- have been applied to the small manufac
turer, the small merchant, the small producer, because, wh~m 
you come to the last analysis, they are the- subjects in the con
templation of the fathers of the- Republic when they established 
this doctrine· of· protection. 

I think we might dispense very much with the elaboration of 
figures that we have- listened to here for the last week on 
the cotton sched11le, because they do not affect the legitimate 
Qbject of proteetion. The question is as to the little woolen 
mill down in the valley. that has. not the most modern appli
·ances and can not have them. How shall we protect that mill 
owner? Is· he, to become a mere satellite· of the larger manu-

: facturers, and be made to· depend enti:rely upon their prosperity? 
I think not. The very first inquiry in my mind is, How will 
this affect the men who have not elaborate- machinery or· g.reat 
buildings and large capital? 
' When we were. discussing the lumber schedule- I looked at 
the statistics and saw that out of 1,300· mills in on·e section 
of the country there are less· than 400 of them that have 
band sa:ws, and that 900 of them are equipped with less expen
stve machinery, but sufficient for the- purpose of their trade. 
Yet- everything was discussed from the standpoint of the 
great enterprises, and the only question that was asked was, 
Can these great enterprises live? They can live if they make 
2 or 3 per cent on their investment, but the individual with 
the little industry or concern would sta~ve to death on 2 or 3 
per cent on an investment with only a handful of money. 

Yet he is entitled to engage in that occupation. He is en
titled to his share· in the prosperity that comes from furnishing 
his neighbors with their. stack of flour or their jag of lumber. 
He is entitled to flourish if he only wants to do so in his own 
neighborhood. 

. When I was a boy we raised our own sheep and our own 
wooL The sheep were sheared on the place, and I used to rid·e 
with my father- to the Bancroft and other mills and .take that 
wool and then go back there when we were notified that it was 
ready and bring home the cloth and the b.Jankets. Some of 
those mills are in existence to-day; some ·of them have de
veloped into great concerns, and some of them have advanced 
only a little beyond the condition of that day. Are they not 
entitled to consideration in making an estimate in this matter? 
Is not the farmer with a dozen sheep. or a hundred entitled to 
consideration in making up a: schedule here? The Senator from 
Minnesota gives a negative shake of his head. What shall he 
do? Cease to raise sheep? Cease to have a sawmill and a 
flour milU What is he to do? Is he to be crushed between 
the: wheels of these great enterprises and: be ground out of ex
istence? I think not. 

When I speak for that class of the American people, I speak 
for 90 per eent of them. So far as I am concerned, I am here 
to legislate for that class of people as well as for the merehant 
princes and the great mill owners; and I am only impelled to 
speak on this occasion that I may, if I can, cause men to hesi
tate and cause them to get away from the intricate calculations 
:into which we have been drawn and t() which we have listened 
for the last ten days or two weeks, calculations that dealt only 
with millions. 

Let us deal with the individual, not with his pocketbook. n 
is worth more to. the individual to have a field for his labor than 
anything else. The opportunity is the thing that is valuable; 
the man will do the rest. But it he has no opportunity, if he 
has no protection except to become. a part of the. tail of a great 
kite that sails and carries him through the air, you will soon 
find this Nation degenerating so that the great mass of people. 
will be mere- ac.cessotie:s: to those who are largely engaged in 
business.. 

l\fr. President, I expect to vote for this bill. I expect also to 
leave in the records of the Senate o:t the United States my p.ro
test against basing our· consideration and Olli' action here on this· 
or any other schedule upon the top notch of trade. I am not 
here to consider- how possible it would! be to live under certain 
circumstances. 1 am here to consider how great and grand it 
weuld be to sha.re in the prosperity and the. productiveness. of 
this great country of ours. · · 

Sometimes_ we all reach. the same point by traveling over 
different roads, and if I arrive at my conclusions upon this 
question by those routes that .seem to me the ones proper to 
tra\el over~ we will arrive at the saIDe ultimate result, even 
though all Senators. do not come to it by that way. 

I do not propose, if my vote or my voice can help it, to see the 
great sheep industry o.f our western country destroyed or frit
tered away in elaborate arguments or reasoning. I am more 
interested in the people whose lives, and whose happiness and 
comfort depend upon the opportunity that grows out of and be-
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longs to this enterprise than I am in any of the great mills. 
The mills will follow. They will exist and prosper on the 
American product better than they will upon the foreign prod
uct. I would rather see every pound of American wool go into 
the American mill and be used to clothe and cover the American 
people, and· if we have a surplus we will sell it in the markets 
of the world. 

But I would buy not one dollar of the surplus of other nations 
if I could a void it. I would only do it when the home product 
was insufficient. I would rather trust the comfort and the destiny 
and the prosperity of the American people to competition within 
our own Nation and between our own citizens than to have it' 
at the mercy of competition with foreign countries and foreign 
conditions. I would make it very difficult for the foreign pro
ducer to enter our household and take a seat at the table of 
Republican prosperity. 

Tliere is no people in the United States more interested in 
this question than the people whom I represent in this body. 
There was a time, when 78 per cent of the wool was produced 
this side of the l\fississippi River, when you would have heard 
the voices of many men in States producing that commodity 
raised up in support of the principles for which I speak. They 
did, and they wrote the tariff upon wool in no uncertain letters. 
They· did not make it subject to the vicissitudes of an ad Ta
Jorem duty. An ad valorem duty on wool at 20 cents or at 
10 cents, as was very well suggested by the Senator from 
Wyoming, not only affects the woolgrower, but it affects the 
Treasury of the United States. When we pass a tariff law here 
we want to. be able, with some degr~e of certainty, to know 
what re-venue it is going to produce; and if you put it on an ad 
valorem basis you will never know what the revenue to-morrow 
or next week or next year will be. 

I saw wool not very long ago drop from 21 cents to 12 cents. 
Contemplate for a moment the effect of that upon the United 
States Treasury. Instead of taking in duties-

.Mr. l\fcLAURIN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

l\lr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Was that caused by the Wilson law? 
Mr. HEYBURN. We did not have any duty on wool under 

the Wilson law. 
1\!r. l\fcLAURIN. But the drop of which the Senator speaks? 
1\Ir. HEYBURN. We did not have any revenue. 
l\fr. l\fcLAURIN. Was the drop of which the Senator speaks, 

from 21 to 12 cents the other day, caused by the Wilson tariff 
law? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was caused by the scare of the people. 
Somebody conjured up a ghost and scared the people, and they 
took to the woods. 

Mr. l\fcLAURIN; What were the people scared at? 
l\fr: HEYBURN. They were scared for the moment-the 

element that controlled it-at the financial condition in the 
country. They did not know that the Republican party, by the 
magic, wand of wisdom, could correct any existing or temporary 
discomfort in the financial world. 

l\Ir. l\IcLAURIN. ·were they scared at the Republican Con
gress? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Republican Congress applied the rem
edy in a ·very few moments. 

l\fr. WARREN. The Senator made an inquiry as to why the 
price of wool fell-what was the figure? 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. From 21 to 12 cents. 
l\Ir. l\fcLAURIN. The Senator is mistaken about that. I 

made no such inquiry. I made inquiry whether it was attrib
utable to the Wilson law. 

l\fr. WARREN. I presume the Senator would like to know 
something about the price of wool during the administration 
of the Wilson law or the effect of that Jaw on wool. 

1\fr. l\IcLAURIN. The Senator can not turn the question 
by any such way as that. That is not relevant to the question 
I asked. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is very relevant. 
l\fr. WARREN. Admitting that it is not relevant, I will say 

to the Senator from Idaho that the price of wool in my State 
and in the State the Senator so well represents was somewhere 
from 4i to 6 cents. That was what it was worth during the 
Wil on law. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Yes, l\fr. President; the railroad companies 
required you to either prepay the freight or give a bond for 
it before they would receive it for shipment, because the wool 
was not worth the freight. 

l\Ir. McLAURIN. Mr. President, that may be the best answer 
the Senator from Idaho or the Senator from Wyoming may be 
.uble to give to my question, but the question I propounded was 

whether the drop that the Senator saw the other day, from 21 
to 12 cents, was attributable to the Wilson law. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. No. I have answered the Senator. I have 
already attempted to tell the Senator to what it was attribu
table. It was attributable to one of those temporary disturb
ances that will arise at all times to the great party. The party 
that is able to manage the affairs of this Government is the 
party that knows what to do when the que tion come , and 
the other party that is not competent is the one that uses it 
only as a taunt. _ · 

l\Ir. l\fcLAURIN. With the Senator's permission, I will say 
that it is customary on the part of the Senators both from 
Idaho and Wyoming, and other Senators on the Republican side, 
to lay everything to the charge of the Wilson law, and when 
the Senator said there was a drop a little while ago of from 
21 to 12 cents, it occurred to me that probably it might be •ery 
pertinent to ask whether that was attributable to the Wilson 
law. 

That was evaded, or attempted to be evaded, by stating the 
price of wool under the r~gime of the Wilson law and as 
to the ability of the Republican party to always manage 
the Go•ernment so that there will be no trouble in the 
re"\'enues and no trouble in the affairs of the country, and 
the inability of the Democratic party to do that. I wish to 
say that the Republican party did not manage the finances 
of the country in the year 1907 in such a way that we were 
denied the benefit the Republican party gave us of the money 
panic. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. If I had the . time or the inclination to go 
into an analysis of the financial panic I might do so for the 
entertainment of the Senator from Mississippi, but not to his 
profit, nor, I think, to the profit of anyone. I will call his at
tention to figures, however, which have been handed to_ me. In· 
1896, 38,298,183 sheep sold for $65,167,735; that is, th.ey were 
averaged at that; and in the year of grace 1907, 53,240,282 sheep 
had a value of $204,210,129. A .mere inspection of the . figures 
is sufficient. 

Mr. l\fcLAURIN. The Senator will do another favor to me 
if he will show how that has any relevancy to the question I 
propounded .to him. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. I am almost inclined to ask the Senator 
to what he attributes it; whether he attributes it to the great 
benefit and success of Democratic government,· or whether he 
will concede some slight part of it to the character of the Gov
ernment under which the conditions have arisen. 

l\lr. l\fcLAURIN. I will just say in reference to that that 
there is one thing certain about it; the drop in the price of wool 
that has just occurred, from 21 cents to 12 cents, to which 
the Senator alluded, was not caused by any Democratic legis._ 
la ti on. · 

l\fr. HEYBURN. l\lr. President, I think that is hardly rele
vant. The price of wool to-day, because of the Government and 
because of its quality and character, is back to 21 cents. A man 
may be sick overnight, but if he has a good ph sician or is a 
man of intelligence he may be recovered in the morning. 

l\fr. l\lcLAURIN. Ye , Mr. President; and if he takes good 
care of his health he is not likely to be sick overnight. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. I hardly think the Senator will want that 
to stand as a complete answer. 

It is, however, not my intention to prolong my remarks. I 
was inadvertently thinking that we adjourn at 5 o'clock, but I 
shall not prolong my remarks because of my error. 

l\fr. President, I have attempted to present this question from 
the practical side of the woolgrower, aud that means the 
market that the woolgrower makes. Where do you suppose 
the $135,000,000, in wages paid in this country in this industry is 
distributed.? It buys your cotton from the South; it buys your 
wheat from the North and your barley from Minnesota. Those 
wages are distributed throughout the entire bu iness world iu 
this country.- They do not go abroad to purchase foreign arti
eles. Suppose the industry was destroyed. To what field woulcl 
this labor go for employment? Would you wipe it out? Would 
you wipe out the $15,000,000 worth of sheep product in Idaho? 
If you reduce the duty on wool, you will wipe it out to some ex-
tent, if not entirely':' • 

I am speaking for the consumers who consume your wheat 
while they are raising our sheep. I am speaking of the consum
ers who consume the product of every State in the Union while 
they are thus engaged. I am speaking of the. merchant and the 
manufacturer who becau!!e of the employment of these men have 
a market that they would not otbenvise have. You take a cent 
a day from them and you lose a cent a day out of the volume of 
your business. You take 11 cents, or any other number of cents, 
off the duty on wool, and you lower the fence of protection and 
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increase the danger of competition at the expense of American 
labor. 

There is invested in the sheep industry of the United States 
more than a hundred million dollars. Where would that capital 
find inyestment-in what field? It would be withdrawn or 
lost in either event at the expense of the business and com
merce of the world. What income would take the place of this? 
What field of industry would offer employment to these men? 
I am appalled when I find any number of American people will
ing even to contemplate the withdrawal of opportunity from 
any other number of the people. The prosperity of this country 
is because of the opportunity offered to them. That is the only 
function or purpose of government as applied to the individual. 
It is opportunity. It is the Republican party that has given 
the American people t.he opportunity to engage in profitable en
terprise; it is the Hepublican party, by the exclusion of the out
side world, that has given the people of the United States the 
opportunity to build up the great riches and the great enter
prises of this country. 

.Mr. W .ARREN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair) . Does 

the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from 'Vyom
ing? 

l\fr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
l\Ir. WARREN. l\fr. President, if I understood the Senator 

from Idaho correctly, I think he misquoted -the amount invested 
. in the sheep industry. He spoke of it as being $100,000,000. 

l\fr. HEYBURN. I said more than $100,000,000. 
Mr. WARREN. It is about $750,000,000. A hundred million 

dollars would be less than $2 a head for the sheep, without 
allowing anything for the ranches and other property. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. I did not intend to include those things. I 
was merely referring to the sheep industry. That represents 
an investment between ninety and one hundred million dollars. 
Of course, that does not include the capital invested in 
the great enterprises that grow out of i t and are connected 
with it. 

l\ir. W ARREX The sheep alone, if sold on the market to
day, would bring considerably more than the amount stated. · 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I suppose they would, if they were 
all marketed. I did not intend to include the cost of the land, 
the buildings, the factories, and the tonnage that is paid to build 
and maintain railroads. Those figures. wo'nld soar into almost 
unbelievable sums. 

Why should anyone, regardless of his politics, seek to take a 
chance of striking down even the protection of a cent? I hope 
that the existing law in regard to the tariff upon these sub
jects will not be disturbed one iota, because I believe you will 
haYe to pay dollar for dollar for every dollar that you take 
from it. 

l\Ir. President, a system or a theory that has been tried in 
government and found successful in _its application should never 
be disturbed, even because a Yery large number of people think 
they could do better. There is always some one who thinks 
he could improve on existing conditions; t.Q.ere are people ever 
ready to criticise others; but I have obsened in life that, if 
they get an opportunity to substitute their ideas, conditions 
are rarely, if ever, improved. 

.A. word in closing. There has been at times a spirit of resent
ment-it has amounted to that-toward those outside of the 
Finance Committee who felt impelled to express their news at 
such length as in their judgment might seem appropriate. It is 
not becoming in the consideration of a question like this to 
attempt to exclude anyone from participating in it within the 
limits of his own judgment. Because the Committee on Fi
nance, in its wisdom, has struck the right measure in this bill is 
no reason why other Senators should be content merely to sit 
in silence and vote upon it. There should be a record-a public 
record-accompanying every measure that is enacted in this 
body that should tell not only why the particular committee 
recommended it, but why Senators supported it. I am impelled 
to make this statement because of the spirit -of impatience that 
seems to pervade certain circles at those who exercise their 
right :ind perform their duty upon this floor. 

Mr. 1\1cCU1\1BER. l\fr. President, I shall take only a very 
few minutes in the discussion of this particular amendment, 
and will give plenty of time to vote upon the subject before the 
recess if anyone desires a vote before that time. 

:Mr. President, I know· something about the conditions in the 
sheep industry for the four years prior to 1897. I am not 
golng to take up any time in elucidating this subject, but will 
give one concrete incident. About the year 1895 or 1896 I 
know of a flock of sheep of some 4,000 in number sold for a 
dollar and a quarter a head. They were all full-grown sheep. 
'rhose sheep to-day would bring a price of $5 a head, or 
nearly five times as much. During the four years preceding 

1897 I have seen the warehouses in the western part of my 
State loaded with wool that was not worth the price of the 
freight to the eastern market. That represented the general 
condition during those four years. 

Mr. President, the people of the State of North Dakota and 
all of the western section lost enormously during those years. 
They have been making up those losses in the last ten years, 
but I do not think with all of the profits they have made 
that they have entirely recouped the losses for that particular 
period. · 

I am not going into the subject of what constituted the real 
cause. It may be that we were frightened; it may be that the 
Wilson-Gorman law had nothing to do with it, that it was just 
lack of confidence; but I can give another concrete incident in 
relation to how that lack of confidence worked with some of us. 
In 1892 I, with some other people, organized a sheep company. 
We incorporated along toward the fall of that year. We then 
thought that we haft better wait until after the election before 
we either purchased the sheep or the lands that we had in 
contemplation. We waited until after the election. It did 
not go as we expected and hoped it would go; aud that cor
poration was dissolved. We dropped the project. That is 
one instance in my life when my foresight of conditions that 
would ensue was absolutely correct. So nothing ever came of 
that organization. 

Now I want to show whether or not we have been benefited 
by our tariff since that time; whether or not the wonderful 
prosperity of this country for the last ten years has mani
fested itself in the rapid and steady increase of the value of 
wool and the value of sheep in this country. I call attention 
to page 878 of the volume Imports and Duties from 1894 -to 
1907, inclusive; and I am going to ask that the three tables 
showing the imports, the rate of duty, the Dingley duty col
lected, the value per unit, and the ad valorem duty shall be 
placed in the RECORD. They are tables of the unwashed wool 
not on the skin, the washed wool not on the skin, and the 
scoured wool. They are the three grand subdivisions of wool 
imports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the tables referred to by the Senator from North Dakota will 
be printed in the RECORD. The Chair hears none. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 
Wool imports. 

UNWASHED WOOL, NOT O:N THE SKIN. 

Fis
cal 

year 
ended 
June 
30-

Rate of duty. Quantity. 

Pounds. 
1898 llcentsperpound_ 4,593,007 
1899 _____ do ____________ . 9,384,260 

1900 _____ do ____________ . {
19 

°1~~ • l: 
1901 _____ do ____________ . 35:504)30. 25 
1900 -----dO------------· 54,858,C63.22 
1903 _____ do ___________ , 46,326, 229.54 
100! _____ do ____________ . 39, 700,896.19 
1905 _____ do ____________ . 73 ,&34, 454 
1906 _____ do ____________ . 91,027 ,193 .10 
1907 -----do ___________ . OO,o.t5,325. 75 

Value. Duty col
lected. 

Average. 

Value Ad 
per valo
unit rem 
_of rate 

quan- of 
tity. duty. 

Per et. 
$790,508.00 $505,230.77 $0.170 . 63.91 

1,549,131.00 1,032,268.57 .165 66.64 
0 3,953.00 -------------- .143 -------

3,734,807.42 2,104,520.55 .19() 56.35 
6 ,821 , lOO.OO 3,905,520.31 .192 57.26 
8,118 ,371.40 6,034,452.00 .148 74.33 
7,123,287.00 5,095,SS.5.26 .154 71.54 
7,229,714 .00 4,377,328.63 .182 60.56 

15,751,480.00 8,121,789.99 .213 51.57 
21,359,479.00 10,012,991.25 .235 46.88 
22,249,572 .25 9,904,985.85 .247 44.52 

WASHED WOOL, NOT O:N THE SKIN. 

1898 
1899 
1900 
1901 
1902 
1903 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1907 

1898 
1901 
1902 
1900 
1904 
1905 
1906 
1007 

22 cents per pound. _____ do _____ .. ____ _ 

____ do __ ----------· 
_____ do _______ ___ --· 
-----do ___________ _ 
_____ do ___ ---------
_____ do ______ ------· 
_____ do ______ ------· 
---- .dO------~----
-----dO. - - - -- - ---- -· 

4.5,269 
9M 

12,398.50 
800 
569 

24,824 
12,169 
29,356.19 
9,172 .75 
1,675.25 

$8,741.00 
168.00 

2,839.40 
122.00 
113.00 

11,557.00 
6,500.00 
8,682.00 
3,135.75 

601.00 

SCOURED WOOL. 

$9,959.15,$0.190 
212.08 .174 

2,727.72 .229 
177.32 .151 
125 .18 .199 

5,461.28 .466 
2,677 .18 .534 
6,458.36 .295 
2,018.00 .342 

368.55 .359 

=~;;if~;=~~~;=~~1· ~:i~ 6~+~ $;::ui ~:~ 
-----dO ------ ------ · 3,61'B. 70 1, 777 .00 1,19'2 .52 .49'2 
-----dO------ ------· 6,6b'l 4,821.00 2,204 . 73 .722 
_____ do ____________ , 3,141 1,751.00 1,036.63 . 557 
-----dO------------· 4,136 2,476 .00 1,3G!.88 .599 
_____ do------------ · 8,119.50 7,148.00 2,679.44 .88 

ca Damaged, duty remitted by Secretary of the Treasury. 

113.94 
126.24 

90.07 
145.09 
110.62 

47 .26 
41..19 
74.39 
64.35 
61.32 

lll.50 
88.36 
33.00 
67.11 
45.73 
59.19 
55.12 
37.50 



2970 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 'JUNE 8, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President,. I want to call attention to 
the value of these wools in each succeeding year; and I will 
take the wool that the. farmer sells~ the unwashed wool, not on · 
the skin. I find that in 1898, with 11 cents a po.und duty, that 
the Yalue per unit or pound in New York, prohably, where it was 
imported,. was 17 cents, Three years afterwards it was lW 
cents; then it was down to 14/o-, then to 15, then it went to 18 
cents, then to 21, then to 23, and in 1907 it was 24 cents. . 

If I follow along in the same line, I find that the washed wool not 
on the skin was 19 cents in 1898, and that there was a gradual 
increase until it was 35 cents in 1907. I find that the. ·scoured 
wool was 29 cents in 1898, and that it was 88 cents in 1907; 
in other words, the value of wool has considerably more than 
doubled during that period. This was under the Dingley rate. 
The House of Representatives this year report a bill in which 
they propose to cut down the Dingley rates on certain classes 
of wool, and I am now asked to vote for a reduction of the wool 
schedule that has given us this prosperity during th~se years 
.and has helped us to recoup our losses during the preceding 
years. Remembering what th-0se losses were, I for one refuse 
to do it. I do not think that the rates are at all excessive. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President, wilI the Senator permit 
me to ask him a question! 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to finish what I have to 
say~ and hav·e my argument appear in a logical way;_ but if 
the Senator insists, I will yield. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the question when the Senator 
concludes his remarks. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senate Committee on Finance put 
back the Dingley rates, the rates under which .there has been 
a phenomenal increase in the value of sheep and the value of 
the wool th.at is raised upon those sheep. 

The n.ext question, then, that appeals to me is: Are those 
rates excessive? I know something about the care that is re
quired and the labor that is expended in caring for lambs from 
the time they are born, and during their growth, in shearing 
the sheep, and in caring for and marketing the wooL Know
ing the value -of that labor, I am absolutely certain that the 
value of the farmer's wool product is n.ot excessive. Mr. Presi
dent, ~ they are not excessi-ve, then I want to ask whether or 
not tbe · American people have asked us indiscriminately to 
lower them, notwithstanding the fact that they are reasonable. 
There has been considerable talk about this matter of revision. 
I hardly agree with Senators on either side of this proposi
tion. I will say, once and for all, that I beHeve the American 
people understood generally that the greater portion of the 
tariff rates were higher than necessary; and, therefore, if there 
were a revision, that it would be a revision downward, so that 
those rates would not be greater than necessary for honest and 
fair protection; but, Mr. President, they never have instructed 
us, either by a Republican platform or by popular expression, 
to lower a duty that is not excessive. 

The H011se Committee on Ways and l\Ieans found that the 
iron schedule was considerably higher than was necessary; 
that it was excessive; and they cut it down considerably. The 
Senate Committee on Finance went over the same schedule and 
found that, in their opini-0n, it was still too high, and they 
very materially reduced it, e\en below the standard that was 
fixed by the House committee. The American public had read 
a great deal about the enormous fortunes of Carnegie and 
Friek and Schwab and that class of steel .magnates, and they 
felt that the- duties that had enabled them to amass such 
enormous fortunes were excessive. I believe that the American 
people were for the most part right in their opinion upon that 
proposition; and because they were right, those duties have been 
reduced. 

I know Senators will say '"' 0.h, yes~ you made the cut. but 
then you did not hurt them any; you only cut where it would 
not hurt." Mr. Presi.d€Ilt, we were not instructed to hurt any 
~usiness in the United States, bnt to bring every duty down to 
a reasonable basis. 

The Senator from 1\Iinnesota [Mr. NELSON] just now asked 
the Sena tor from Idaho his opinion as to a duty of about 150 
per cent U'POn woolen blankets. The Senator .from Idaho an
swered in substance that. if that duty was necessary he was in 
favor of it. A duty of 15 per cent ad valorem may be excessive 
in some instances, while 150 per cent might not be in othe:r 
cases. I. w:in.t to show whether or not a duty of 15.0 per cent 
even in the wool schedule is necessarily excessive. I am not ad
mitting there is any such rate. We liave been instructed by 
o.ur platform and by every utterance that has been made by 
Republican speakers that the mea~nre of the duty should b.e 
the measure of the difference between the cost at home and the 
cost ab:wad, including a reasonable profit upon. the investment. 

I am perfectly willing to measure the wool schedule by that 
standard, because I believe that is the proper standard. 

When we were discussing the cotton schedule I telephoned to 
the Department of Commerce and Labor and asked them to 
give me in the form of a table or otherwise such information 
as they might have- at hand showing the labor cost in the 
cotton textile trade· in England,. in the United States, in Ger
many, and in France. The day afterwards they sent up such a 
table .. but before I present it I want to call attention to another 
table or the comparative labor cost in the woolen manufactur
ing industry that was introduced before the. Ways and Means 
Committee. Here is the table, giving the wage scale of worsted 
mill.s, based on the same number of hours per week, in Brad
ford,. England, and in Philadelphia. I will just enumerate a 
few of them. I. find that head wool sorters in Bradford receive 
$9.52 a week; in Philadelphia,. $25 a week, or two and one-fourth 
times as much; wool sorters, $8.96 in Bradford and $18 in Phila
delphia; card-room overlooker, $7.50 in Bradford and $2-0 in 
Philadelphia. I will get down to the laborers. The common 
laborer receives $5.75 in Bradford and $10 in Philadelphia. 
The average in all lines necessary to. produce a woolen fa.bric 
shows the American wage to be about two and one-fourth times 
as much as the British wage; in other words, it is an advan.ce 
of 125 per cent over the average wage in Great Britain in this 
industry. I ask that this table be inserted in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. In the absence of objection, 
permission is granted. 

The table referred to is as follows : 
Wage list of worsted miUs based, on sanie number of hours i;er weelt. 

Head wool sorter-----------·---·-------------- ____ --- ----- __ 
Wool sorters--------------------------------------------
Washbouse overlooker~---------------------------------
Card-room overlooker------------------------------- __ _____ _ Combing-room overlooker __________________________________ _ 
Drawing-room overlooker---------------------------·------

=fn~=~~~: ~~:i~~~:===--=========~====~======~ 
Reeling-room overlooker------------------------------------· 
Back washerS-----------------·------·-----------
Gill boxes---------------------------------------------
Combs (2)------------~-----------------------···-··----· 
Gill boxes (4)----------------------- ______ .•.. ---------·--··· 
Wool washers--------------------------·-----·---- -. -- ----· 
Oard strippers---------------------- ___ . ________ . __ ._ --- . __ . _ 
Card feeders------------------·---------------------------· . 
Drawing gills-------------------------._ -- __ -- . _ -- . --- . ---. ---· 
Drawing frames _____________________ .-···----. --- --- ----- ---· 
Roving frame9--·------------------------------------
Spinners, 256 spindle------------------------------------· 
Spinners, 332 spindle ________________ ---- --- ------·------ ---· 
Overlookers' assistants----------------- ______________ . ____ . 
Doffer&--------------------·-------------------------
T·wisters _________ -------- --- ______ --------------------. ---· 
Winders_ _________________ . --- --- .. --- _ ------- . -- -- -- ---- . --- --
Reelers __________________ -- ---- - - • - -• ------------
Engineers _______ __ _ .• ___ • _______ .-------------- - - . --- - . -- • 
Firemen... ___ ·------------------------- ______ --·----------- -- --
Laborers_ _______________ -- ___ . _ -------------- --.... -. -- ·---

In Brad- Philadel· 
ford. phia. 

$9.52-
8.96 
6.00 
7.50 
8.50 
8.50 
S.00 
8.00 
S.00 
3.12 
3.12 
3.37 
3.00 
5.25 
6.00 
4.25 
2.75 
2.75 
2.50 
2 .50 
2.62 
2 .12 
1.87 
2..81 
2.62 
3.00 
6.56 
6.00 
5.7.!i 

$25.00 
18.00 
20.00 
20.00 
25.00 
25.00 
20.00 
20.00 
18.00 
6.00 
5.50 
8.80 
8.80 

10.00 
12.00 

5.50 
5 .50 
6.60 
5 .50 
6 .00 
7.00 

12.00 
4.40 
6.60 
4.4.0 
7.50 

20.00 
12.00 
10.00 

1\Ir. BACON. Will the Senator from North Dakota permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. Just for a question; yes. 
l\Ir. BACON. I ask for information as to the Senator's posi

tion. The Senator contends that, as the price of labpr increases, 
according to the reasoning of the contention which he is now 
making, the rate of the tariff ought to be correspondingly in
creased to cover that increase? 

llr. McCUMBER. In so far, Mr. President, as .the cost of 
labor adds to the value of- the product. I take both the cost of 
labor and the cost of the material together. Of course I can 
only deal with one of them at a time. 
- l\Ir. BACON . . Mr. President--

Mr . . McCUMBER. I would ask the Senator to allow me to 
get thrnugh before half past 5, as I must necessarily do or 
divide these few remarks into two sections. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 
Mr. McCUMBER. l\Ir. President, in addition I have a table 

showing the difference in wages in the cotton industry in Ger
many, the United Stutes, France, and England. The table I 
recei-ved from the Department of Commerce and Labor. I 
will read just a few of the items. Take the dyers. Th-Iale 
dyers in the United States receive $7.88 a week; in Germany, 
$3.65 a week. Weavers receive $10.84 in the United States, 
and in Germany $5.11. I ask that this table may: be also in· 
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serted, with the explanatory remarks fram the Department of 
Commerce and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection 
to the request of the Senator from North Dakota. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTME~T OF COMMERCE A.ND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF LA.BOB, 

Washington, June 4, 1909. 
The accompanying tables give the only available data concerning 

wages and hours in certain occupations in the cotton and woolen in
dustries in the United States, England, Germany, and France. 

The figures for the United States are taken from the bulletins of the 
Bureau of Labor. The figures for E.ngland, Germany, and France are
taken from the reports just issued by the British Government, giving 
the results of an investigation made by that Government in the coun
tries named. 

Unfortunately, the figures can not be reduced to any basis that would 

admit of satisfactory comparison. The figures for the United States 
give averages for both wages and hours. The figures in the British re
ports merely give the range of wages, and nothing is given to indicate -
where an average would fall between the two extremes. 

The foreign figures are thus not only not comparable with the Ameri
can figures, but the form in which the foreign figures are presented in 
the British reports does not even admit of satisfactory comparison be
tween England, Germany, and France. Thus, the figures for England 
diiferentiate between males and females, whilst the figures for Germany 
in most instances do not indicate the sex of the workers at all ; again, 
the figm·es for England, under both male and female, include alike 
adult workers and young persons, while the figures for France are for 
adult male workers alone. In the case of Germany and France the hours 
per week are given, but no hours are given for England. 

In any comparison of wages as r eflecting relative cost of production, 
wages per hour would be the only proper basis for: comparison ; and 
any accurate comparison would, of course, involve relative efficiency as 
well as relative wages, but the available reports not only do not deal 
with efficiency at all, but do not even furnish a basis for a comparison 
of· hourly wages. 

Rates of wages and hours of labor iti, the United States, England and Wales, Get·many, and France in the cotton industry i 11' 1905. 

Wages per week. Hours per week. 

Occupation. Sex. 
United England and Germany. France. United 

States. 
England 

and 
Wales. 

Ger
many. France. States. Wales. 

Oarders---------------------------------------------- Male______________ $6.60 -------------- $4.01-$5.11 -------------- 60.7 66 ----------
Do----------------------------------------------- Male adults _______ ---------- -------------- -------------- $3.85-$6.12 ---------- ---------- ---------- 60 Dyers ___________________ : ____________________________ Male ______________ · 7.82 -------------- 3.65- 6.33 ------ - -- ---- - 60.6 ---------- 60--63 ----------
Do _______________________________________________ Male adults ______ ---------- -------------- -------------- 4.1(}- 4.66 ---------- ---------- ---------- 60 

Spinners, frame------------------------------- Male______________ 5.!)'7 -------------- -------------- -------------- 63.1 ---------- - --------- ----------
DO----------------------------------------------- Female----------- · 5.53 -------------- -------------- -------------- 60.7 ---------- ---------- ----------

Spinners, mule------------------------------------ Male______________ 11.34 -----------~- -------------- -------------- 59.4 ---------- ---------- ----------
Spinners ____________ ._. ____ .------- ___________ ------- _____ do ____________ -------- _. $8.52--$12.17 ______ -------- _________ ___ .. ·- - . --- --- --- ------- ----- -- --- --- ---- __ _ 

DO----------------- ~----------------------------- Male adults _______ --------·---------------- -------------- 5.09- 7.58 --------- ---------- ---------- 60 
DO----------------------------------------------- (") ---------- -------------- 5.Si-- 7.30 -------------- ---------- ---------- 62.5-66 ----------

Weavers----------------------------·-------------- Male______________ 8.58 5.3&- 7.06 4.01- 4.U -------------- 60.8 ---------- 66 ----------

~~== ======== ============================= ======== ~::ati~~~~=--===--~,-----7:85- --3:65.:--6:8i- ==============1---~=~~-~=~~ ---___ 00 ___ ========== :::::::::: --------~ 
a Not reported. 

Rates of wag(fB and hours of labor in the United States, England and Wales, Gerniany, and France in the woolen industry fa 1905. 

Wages per week. Hours per week. 

Occupation. Sex. 
United England 
States. and Wales. Germany. France. United 

States. 
England 

and 
Wales. 

Ger
many. France. 

Mr. McOUMBEJt. Mr. President, I understand that in the 
woolen industry, as well as in the cotton industry, labor repre
sents about 80 per cent of the cost, and the material represents 
about 20 per cent of the cost of production. I want to make a 
mathematical calculation as to what would be the duty, taking 
those percentages. We will say that for the production of a 
given number of yards in Great Britain the labor cost is 80 
cents and the material cost is 20 cents. That makes $1. Ju 
looking o,·er the fable from which I have just quoted I find 
that the a>erage ad valorem on the wool itself that goes into 
these cloths is about 60 per cent; so I must add 60 per cent 
to start with upon the raw material, which would be 12 cents. 
'Add this to the $1 and you have $1.12. Then take the 125 
per cent upon the labor cost. You would have $1 more to add, 
making $2.12, or 112 ad va1orem, without taking into consider
ation reasonable profits and many other incidents that might 
still further add to the cost in this country. 

Mr. NELSON. If those figures are correct and the difference 
in the labor cost is as great ai: the Senator states, ought there 

not to be an increase in the duty to give the manufacturer a 
pro.fit? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the tariff will probably 
measure on the average very nearly the difference between the 
cost of production at home and abroad. Sometimes they may 
be a little les and sometimes a little more, as must be the case 
when the duties are specific. We have to get a general average. 
1.rhe figures are as I have obtained them from the Department 
of Commerce and Labor, and I am not going to · quarrel with the 
Department of Commerce and Labor as to whether their figures 
are correct. I am quite certain they are, as they are taken 
from reports from our consular service, careful1y tabulated. -

l\fr. NELSON. Mr. President, if the tariff is only 112 per 
cent ad valorem and the difference in the labor cost is $1.12, 
whnt provision does the Senator from North Dakota make for 
" a reasonable profit? " 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have given the Senator 
that explanation as clearly as I could give it in a very short 
address. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator 1f it will .be couv.enient r 
:fur film to finish 'his remarks to-morrow mnrn'ing.? 

Spooling. 
[Wages 'in pfennigs, per pound English.] 

Mr. lifcGUMBER. Does .the .Senator w.ant .a vo.te ·on 
guestion this afternoon·? -

1ttiis I I I Yarn numbers (ErrgUsb) ___ S-1516-20 21-.30 31-40 41-50 51.--00 61-70 71-80 81-!lO D81J2 

:.Mr . ..ALDRICH. 'No; I desire ta :move to ·adjourn. 
Mr . .MoCUMBER. It :is not quite lralf past 5. [ will <eon

.dude in a moment. 
In addition, Mr. President, to ,what T ·have said, T wlsh ·also 

.to 'haye JJTinted in the REcolID a ·furth~ explanation of 1he 
difference in the wages of labor in .the :textile trades in Ger- . 
many, France, aud Gi:eat Britaln, .as prepared ·py -0m· consu
lar service .and given me by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor. 'I 

The '.PRESIDING ·OFFICEil. Without -objection, permissirui 
ll3 granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
Special Agent W . .A. Graham Clark, 'Of :the .Department ·o.f 'Oomm01·ce 

and Labor, spent a considerable time in the investigation of ·the manu
facture of eotton goods tn Europe ana elsew'here1 and visited the mills 
and secured his information at first hand. In n.is report on "'Cotton 
fabrics ln -middle Europe," printed as Document No. 1270, of the House 
of Representatives, he gives a report of wages "Paid at -various 1eafilng 
mills, from whicil report extracts are herewith made. 

The most important cotton mill in Germany, also the best paying, 
-according <to .Mr. Clark, .is the Augsburg Mechanische Llaumwoll "Spin
nerei und Weberei ut Augsburg, in Bavaria. This mill has 126,940 
.spindles. Speaking on ·the labor question, Mr. Cla-rk ~eports: 

-----------f-- __ ,_ ------------ - -

Ootton cops: 
Spooler ____________ : 2 .2l :2l .2?1 2i 3l 3~ 3~ 41-- --
Rewinder___________ 1~ 1~ 2 21 2! 2~ 3 31 3~ __ ---
·On patent w.indei:___ 2~ 3 __________ ---- ----- ----- ----- ----- __ --

Wool cops: . 
·s1rooler_________ ~ 2 .21 ~ 3 3! 4 ~812 
Rewinder________ ~ 11 11 2 2~ ~ 2it 3 Bi -- ---
On patent windei:_ ___ .___ ----- 3 3§ ---- --- ---- ---- ---- -- --· Skein yarn, spooler on: 
Single gray cotton__ '3! 
Two-ply gray .cotton_ ~ 
Bingle colored cotton __ ·10 
Tw°"plycoloredcotton 4~ 

5 
31 

12 
Q3 

1() 
8 

'61 
4} 

1.4 
·~ 

17 
9 

·~ 9 10~ ·u~ 13 ----1- __ _ 
Dl 6 :I 8 9 ---- -~--

16 ~ M ~ M W ---
7! 8! ~ lOj J.1! ---- -- ---

'Single colored woo1 ___ ~--- 19 "21 ----- -- --
Two-ply colored wooL 7 I() 11 12 13 14 

:Skein yarn, 1l'ewi:nder un: 
Single colored cotton__ 2! 3} 4 5 5! 6 6.b J t--- 11--~-
'I'wo-ply colored cotton. l~ 1~ 2~ 31 4 4~ 5 ~ ---- -- --· Single colored wooL___ ____ ~ 3 4 5 6 7 ---- ---- -- ---
Two-ply colored. wooL. ____ ----- 1~ 2.:2 3! 4 ~ -----

------------11-- -- - - -- -- - -- ------
' 'Thread: 

Spooling ·g:ra-y skein 
thread---------------- 7 8 . 9 10 13 16 18 20 21 23 

S~~~~~=~--~~~- 11 =12 13 .IA ?.a 27 29 30 S2 35 
Rewinding gray thTead 

onto cheeses___________ l~ 1! 2 2! 3 Bl 3~ 3~ 4 4i 
Rewinding .colored "threacl ..a ~i 4 4l -0 ~ 5 5l ~ 6 
Rewinding lisle skeins 

onto cheeses__ ____ __, ---- 8~ 9:]; l~ 11} 12.l 12;!, 13 l:li 143 
.Spooling silk ______________ ---- __ ·12 13 14 ---- 15- 16 17 

££{} machine . 
[Wages ln _pfennigs, .:per dozen pairsJ 

Gauge __ ------------------ __ _ 30 33 36 39 

27 

.43 

5} .., 

16~ 
.18 

-- ·----1------1--,...-~ - - -

"Until 1906 this mill ran an eleven-hour day, but it then changed to 1 ten hours. This 9.'.l. 'Per cent decrease in ·time was a1lowed 'by a 7.8'5 · 
'J)er cent decrease in ·production. Jn regard to wages .at -thts "Infll, the 
picker-room hands and the carders ·get 50 to 70 cents a da:y , on two · 
·900 self-actor mules the spinner ..averages about 90 cents a day, the 
piecer rn cents, and· each of the two creelers 35 cents a day. ·wea-vers. 
-on an a-verage, run three :iooms apiece, and make ·about 80 ceni:s a day:; 
170 of ·the looms have the Northrop attachment. At ·this 'ID.ill a man is 
supposed to serve a ·two-years' apprenticeship before he can do as simple 
work as that of running three looms ·on i>lain goods. He has i:o ·sign a 
-two-years' contract to -this effect. H~ ·first works as e~a assistant :to ~ 
wea-ver for six montlIB, then be is given one loom, Which is run under 
:the supervision of •the regular weaver, who receives a certain Jler:c.ent- . 
.age on ·the wages made. Then he is ·given two looms under the ·same 
conditions and it is not until the new weaver has been working .for 
two years' that he is considered. a full-fi~~g~d .weavei: and allowed ~o 
enjoy the fruits of his labor without division. Durmg the first six 
months the mill usually pays the apprentice 24 cents a day. After all 
this elaborate appre:rrtic~hip system it is aoubtfu1 if the weaver is as ' 
good as the young American weaver who comes in from the ..far.m .and Divisions-------------------- 8 1.2 12 16 1.8 -s 1.2 '15 1.8 s T2 18 s 12 12 
in a few months at mo t is getting off the required production along ____________ 

1 
_______________ _ 

with the others." Women'sgraycottonhose: 
:Mr. Clark says that the wages paid ln cotton mills in diffe~ent parts · With extra loose instep_ 55 37 45 37 32 76 55 45 40 95 73 55 137 65 70' 

'Of Germany vary, as also does the number of operators reqmred for a Extra close'knit________ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
given number of machines or for a given production. For .mills on ;Children's hose, all sizes 
similar goods, and similarly located, wag.as are lowest in ·saxony and . less than women's--------·___ 5 5 ___ ___ ___ 5 _____ 10 _________ 10 1() 
"highest in Rhine. The mils around Augsburg seem ·to afford a 'fair Short-leg stockings_________ 10 5 5 5 5 10 5 5 5 10 5 --- --- fi 6 
average of the German industry as a whole. E t f l t 

In Germany there is no Jaw limiting i:.he ·hOtlTS 1:lrat -may be worked x {: cgfto°n~--0~~-------- ___ 8 __________________________ ~- ___ _ 
by men but there are numerous detail provisions in regard to the em- r L 9 ploymeii.t 1Jf -wumen a"lld children. It is -forbidden to employ chiIBren ~ ·woo -------------· -- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- -- -- --- ---
under 13 -years of age. Women must not be employed in the factor.Y W. lisle thread-_________ -- 10 --- -- --- --- --- --- -- - --- --- -- -- - --
.nt night betw-een 8:30 mid 5.30 o'clock. Gray it~1g1~<;:t~"iii--wooi- -- 3 --- --- --- -- --- --- -- --- --- -- -- --- ---

In .,.ivina-the wages paid at 13armen, In western Germany, for braided and •gray thread over 
,work,"' Mr. "'clark reports: "For ordinary work .at :Bar.men 1 o_perator, tt 1 b r- 5 5 4 4 0 '5 4 4 0 5 4 10 5 Ii 
either man or worn~ makes 4 marks a day, or 2.4 marks a week (4 · co on ac e______________ 0 

marks equal 95 cents ·, ·24 marks equal $5."Tl). The time is usually o. 7 , Extra comperrsa1ion for .,, hi h di,rl.., t very tine numbers_________ 5 "5 o 5 5 5 5 ·5 '5 1.0 '10 ___ 50 '10 10 
hours a week." Speaking of the work at Plauen, ..1..rom ·w c "w.·ir ·Olerical wool and colored 
tn 1907 $4,479,021 in va1ue of goods were exported to the United States, feet -and rows, extra_ _____ 12 12 12 12 12 T2 1.2 I2 I2 12 12 12 so ~ 12 
Mr. Clark -reports that a skilled operator receives 23.8 cents. for the Extra marking: 
same quantity of work that the Swiss worker at St. Gall receives 1~.3 , When with striped ap-
cents for. ·The best stitchers were paid at the rate of 1.8 pfenrugs · parntus---------------· 3 3 ·3 11 3 11 '3 3 3 3 3 3 3 ____ _ 
tpfennig equal about one-fourth o! a cent) for l,000 stitches, and on Without apparatus_____ 3 s s a 3 '3 3 3 3 3 3 3 .3' ___ ,__ 

·the supposition that be made 240,000 stitches a week he would makP. Heel and toe cap of wool 
43.23 marks, or $10.28. The average stitcher gets probably .30 to .35 '8Ild colored, extra_ _______ . 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 
marks per week ($7.14 to $8.33). Other factory employees receive Under2dozen, extra ____ 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 _____ _ 
'lower .pay. Two girls on a machine, one to watch the work and the 2 dozen or more ______ ·-- 15 15 15 ·15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 1& 15 _____ _ 
other to keep the small shuttles filled; are paid, res~ectively, 18 a'tid t~4 Kneecap, extra____________ 5 5 ___ ___ ___ 5 5 ___ 5 ______________ _ 
marks -per we-ek ($4;28 1Dld ·$3.33). The card punc ers tbat punc e Reenforced seam, extra__________ 4 3 3 4 4 3 3 4 4 3 4 _____ _ 
holes in the Jacquard cards for use on the automatic machines get 15 to 1 drop stitch, extra ____ 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 _____ _ 
higher wages, as the work requires quick and careful and well-traine<l Group drop stitch, extra ____ 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 ____ _ 

me~he most ~xpert .men IDade 'from 240 marks {$57) a month, ·to 300 ~~!:": i:!~iiui==--==--::~.-:== = ~= ==~= -~~ ~~ i8 ~g ~g -~g ~g ~g == :=: 
marks {$71). The weekly wages of those engaged in "general 'Scissor Size marks with the hand, 
and needle work" were .about 12 marks a week ($2.85). The man who per row, extra__________ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1, 
.owns a machine and is called the "lohnesticker," is paid at a fixed Lot of 4 dozen or less., 
price per 1,000 stitches, and he has to proYide all the cost of manu- extra _____________________ .10 .10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 tO 10 10 10 5 A 
.tacture including yarn, wages, power, etc. Mr. Clark states that at 
the ttn:ie he was in Plauen the " lohnesticker" made a profit of only 
$2 on his machine for the week's work. Speaking of ribbon wea"Ving, 
·of which, including trimmings, etc., $1,500,000 worth .vas shipped from 
Barmen to ·the United States in 1907.; Special .Agent Clark reported 
·that working three hundred days in the year the average earnings was 
ego cents a day. Wages in 13armen and the surrounding section are 
higher than in .most .other textile centers of Germany. ··Ordinary 
weavers Special Agent Clark says, .will averag.e ·60 to 80 cents .a .d!ry, 
-and weavers on special work will get as high as $1.63. 

The importation of 'knit goods from Germany increased in value 
ito $8,384,830 in :1907. .At .chemnitz, :where hosiery is a great ··speciality, 
:there are 88 American houses .represented. The hours of work ·are 
either 61, 60, or 59 per week. There is, JlS S,peclal .Agent Clark re
.ports, .not the slightest 11Iliformity in regard to the wages paid, each 
manufacturer getting his help as cheaply as be can. Special Agent 
Clark transmitted the .wages paid in a hosiery factory where the opera
·tions were· as -follows: Spooling yarn, knitting leg, running on .foot, 
.knitting foot, heeling and toeing, seaming and menfilng. "The dyeing 
and finishing were done outside. The prices are all given in pfennigs, 
owing to the difficulty of giving the equivalents in cents without 
too many decimals. (To change pfennigs into cents multiply by 
0.238.) 

The tables sent by Mr. Clark follow. 

Rmminf} on French toot. 
·[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.] 

'Gauge_ __________________________________________ 3"0 '33 ·36 36 
36 39 

Divis.ions.. _____________________________________ . 12 12 12 16 18 18 8 
--------------------1--1-- - -t-f---

Gray, cotton 'foot: 
8 to 12 inches_______________________ 10 
4 to 7! inches or less.. ______________________ , 1 

Gray and natural wool and gray thread over cotton _______________________________________ -- 2 
Wov.en 'With merino, extra------------------·---· l 
ffierical wool (da:rk-gray .mixture) and .colored 

ov~r'lrl"aY--------------------- ------ ------------ 2 Woven with split, extra __________________________ . 2 
Striped over plain_________________________________ 2 
Woven with drop stitch, extra-------------------· 2 

ll 

2 
1 

2 
2 
2 
2 

l2 

2 
l 

2 
2 
2 
2 

15~ 15} 16 50 

2 
.l 

2 
2 
2 
2 

2 ' 
1 

2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
1 

2 

4 
1 

11 
2 ----
2 
2 



} 
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F'·rench foot make-r. 
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.] 

Gaage------------------------------------------_- --~ -~_J~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
Divisions----------------------------- 12 12 12 16 18 18 8 
--------------------i-- - --i--- --.-
Gray cotton SCX!k, foot 9 to 12 inehcs _____________ 22 24 27 18 16 18 23 
Gray cotton, woman's, foot 8 to 10~ inches ______ 18 20 23 14 12. 14 23 
Gray cotton, child's, foot 4 to 9 inches: 

With 1 a ststaa.t_ ______________________________ 15 19 20 --- ---- -- __ 

roof.:;~ ~~:t~~~;i=;eiti::&:wiiii"iR;S"istfilii== === 
1

~ --;;- ==== ==== ==== ==== 
Gray and natural wool and gray thread over cotton ___________________________________________ , 2 2 2 2 2 2 9 
89-gauge to 36-gauge goods, extra________________ ____ ____ 2 2 2 
Extracompensation!orveryflnenombers ____________ 1(} 6 & 
Olerical wool and colored, extra____________ ___ ___ 4 ! 4 3 3 3 13 
l /3<t and 1/36 clerical wool, extra______________ ____ 5 
Heel and toe ea p from wool and eolored, extra__ 3 3 
Striped over plain---------------------------- ----- 10 1() 
Half sole, extra---------------------------- ------ 3 3 
Split sole, including heel and toe cap, extra______ 6 6 

--3- --3- --3- --3- ==== 
lg --2- --2- --2- ---3 

6 6 6 6 ----li> by 1 drop stitch, extra _________________________ , 8 8 
Group drop stitches, over plain ___________________ 16 16 8 ---- ---- -- -- ----

16 ---- ---- ---- ----
Size mar~, extra·-------------------- ------------- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Lot of 4 dozen or less, extra---------------------- 5 5 5 5 5 5 . ___ _ 

Heeler. 
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.} 

Ribbed. 

Gauge------------------------------------------- 24 30 33 ~ 39 42 48{ 
211 211 

-------------------1---- - ----
Heel and toe, either gray or white_________ ~ ~ 10 11~ 13 14- 18 1 7 

~~~Jeg~:~~~31isclgraY-witilcOim:ea-i00: -4-- -4- ! l ! . l -,- --4- ---, 

Seaming. 
[Wages in pfennigs, per dozen pairs.] 

Gaug&-------------------------------------------------- 30 38 36 39 42 4.8 

----------------------1-- - - ----
Gray cotton and stocking thread: 

French foot, 00--0---------------------------------
French foot, 1-2--------------------------------
French foot, 3--L----------------------
French foot, l>-6-----------------------------
8--10 incheB-----------------------------------

Silk thread over graY----------------------------
Wool thread over graY------------------------------Colored thread over gray ________________________ _ 
Goods with hf'el and toe cap, extra ________________ . 
Striped over plain _________________________________ _ 
Opera lengths long knitted stockings _________________ · 
Gray cotton and loose thread: 

1cq m m 
12l 13! 1~ 
14 15 16 
15- 16 17 
17 ' 18 19 
1 1 1 
2 2 2 
13.j 6~ Bi 
2 2 2 
5 5 5 
5 5 5 

French foot, 4~-~ inches__________________________ 9 10 11 
French foot, 6-7 inches _________________________ 10 11 12 
French foot, 7!-8-l inches----------------------- ll 12 13 
French foot, 9-12 inches----------------------- 11 12 13 

Wool over graY------------------------------ ---------- 1 1 1 
Colored over graY---------------------------------- 2 2 2 Goods with heel and toe, extra__________________ 2 2 2 
Striped over plain_________________________________ 3 3 3 

1ai ---- ----
15! ---- ----
17 
18 
2Q ---- 30 
1 --- 1 
2 ---- 2 
~ ---- 6} 
2 2. 
5 !> 
5 --- 5 

Some of the Saxon knit-goods manufacturers are very advanced in 
their plans for ameliorating the condition of their help, and besides 
giving the boys time off to attend technical instruction, as required by 
law, they also have courses of instruction for the girls and women in 
household duties, including cooking and sewing classes, and besides 
night classes some factories give the girls a few hours off each week 
to attend such classes in the daytime, the teachers also being paid by 
the factory. Most of the factories provide a lunch room, with tables 
and chairs, where the employees can eat their lunch, and many furnish 
food at cost in such places. 

[Several photographs showing a typical Chemnitz knitting mill, 
groups of operatives, and some of the hosiery machines used accom
panied Mr. Clark's report and are on file in the Bureau of Manufac
tures.] 

Consul Pendleton King, in a report from the consular district of 
Aix-la-Chapelle, in Rhenish Prussia, furnishes the following information 
relative to wages in the textile industry In that district: 

" The foreman of the spinning department In a woolen mill receives 
from $9 to $14 per week, the operatives from $5 to $6, and the other 
help from _$4 to ~5. In a weaving department the foreman, or weaving 
master, receives from $9 to $14, and the regulators, or setters, from $7 
to $10.50. Weavers a.re Pnaid by the piece, and if capable and diligent 
can make $9 a week. They earn on an average from $1 to $1.40 a 
day. The mistress of the darning department receives from $8 to $10 
and her assistant from $5 to $7 per week. The working hours are 
~enerally ten and one-half a day. The cost of living is very high in the 
city and towns of that consular district. The family generally pays for 
two rooms from 4 to $6 per month; the lowest price of beef is 20 to 
25 cents a pound and the highest 30 cents. Ham is from 40 to 55 
cents a pound, and pork 20 to 25 cents. Horse meat, which is used 
by many workmen's families, is from 10 to 12 cents a pound." 

Consul William Bardel, in a report from Baml>erg, states that wages 
paid to foremen vary from $47 to $83 a month, workmen under 16 
years of age receive from $2.18 to $2.86 a week, and those over 16 
:trom $4.28 to $7.14 weekly. Women over 16 years old earn from $2.15 

to $3.15, while those-- under that age receive from $1.71 to $2.15 a 
week. Sixty-one hours constitute a working week. 

Consul Herman L. Spahr, of Breslnu.. sends the following information 
concerning the textile mills of Silesla : 

"There are about a dozen large establishments engaged in the linen 
industry and a number of smaller ones. The avera~e wages paid per 
week ot ten hours per day are as follows: Overseers, 24 marks ($5.71) ; 
male operatives, 15 marks ($3-57) ; female operatives, 9 to 10 marks 
(~214 to $2..38). Cotton mills in Silesia number about a dozen for 
spinning and a score for weaving: The spinners ordinarily work ten 
hours a day and the weavers ten and one-half hours~ overseers ~et from 
$5.36 to $7.38 weekly, male operatives average 55 cents daily, and 
female operatives 48 cents." · 

Consul Joseph E. Haven, in a report from Crefeld, says: "The wages 
in thls district in the silk and velvet mills vary greatly. In the weav
ing department overseers receive from $5.95 to $7.14 a week, while 
laborers are paid from $5.71 to $6.18. Oversee-rs in the winding and 
warpin"' departments receive from $5.95 to $7.14 weekly, the laborers 
from $S 57 to $4.~6. The overseers in the finishing department re
ceive fr~m $8.33 to $9.52 and the laborers from $4. 76 to $6.18." 

Consul Peter Leiber, writing from Dusseldorf, reports that in spin
nin"' mills where only women are employed the average daily wage is 
71 4 to. 83.3 cents.. Young girls earn from 35_7 cents to 47.6 cents a day. Jn weaving mills the salacy undergoes many fluctuations, reach
ing as high as $1..19 per day. 

consul William C. Teichmann, of Eibenstock, reports that the most im
portant textile industry in his district is the manufacture of cotton hosiery 
and underwear. "A strike revealed the. wage scale so that a. description 
of wage conditions, otherwise diffical_t to ?btaln, can be given. The 
:fi-ve firms. originally affected by the strike pa.id an aveTage wage of $4.92 
a week Of the men, 65 per cent earned mo-re than $4.76 per week, 55.6 
per cent more than $5-.36, and the remainder more than $5.95. The 
highest wages paid ranged from $8.64- to. $10.13 to the men. The 
longest number of hours per week was fifty-eight." On the whole, 
the consul reports these wages high for the average Saxon factory. 

Consul E. T. Liefeld rep(}rts from Freilmrg that the hours of labor 
in mills there average about ten per day. Ordinary lab-orers in the 
mills are paid from 48 to 71 cents per day, their overseers from 71 cents 
to $1.20.. while skilled laborers are paid as high as 95 cents, and their 
overseers $1.67. 

Consul Robert J. Thompson reported from Hanover, where there are 
cotton spinning and weaving and other mills, that in one wool-washing 
and dressing factory with 1,800 employees, working ten hours a day, 
the wages paid men varied from 2.25 marks to 3.25 marks per day; and 
to females from 1.90- marks to 2.20 mai:ks (1 mark equals 23.8 cents}. 
The wages of foremen working in the principal corduroy and velvet 
factory vary from $7.14- to $9.5-2 per week. The male and female work
ers in the weave room and in the shearing- establishment earn from 
$3.57 t& $6.66 weekly. The men and women in other branches earn on 
an average about 79 cents a day. The wages for spinners in the leading 
cotton spinning and weaving factory are from $4.76 to $6.66 per week, 
and for helpers from 50 to 75 per cent of that amount. The self-acting 
spinning mill and water spinning mill employ women only. paying from 
$2.38 to $3.57 per week. Wages for making rugs,. etc., vary from 71 to 
83 cents per day for dyers, and from $1.43 to $3.09 per week for women 
and girl workers tending machines. 

Consul S. P. Warner, of Leipzig, an important textile center of Saxony, 
sends extracts from a publication by the imperial insurance office giving 
work wages paid in each of the 6 districts of the German Empire, so far 
as the average is concerned. Aceordlng to this publication the average 
German wages paid in the textile industry in 1886 was $128.44 pe.r 
year, and in 1905 the average was $163.66. In 1905 the average in 
Silesia was $126.62, and in southern Germany $153.75, running ap to 
$176.60 in northern Germany. This only includes operatives in the 
mills, and not those engaged in the so-called " home industries!' 

Consul F. S. Hannah reports from the Magdeburg consular district 
that the average wages earned in the cotton mills by piecework are as 
follows : For overseers, $8.57 to $11.90 per week; male mill opera
tives, $7.14 to- $8.57; women workers, $2.86 to $4.28. The average 
hours of labor are fifty-nine per week. 

Consul-General Thomas W. Peters. writing from Munich, Bavaria, 
says that the wages paid to the overseers and weavers in the large 
cotton and linen mills at Augslmrg range from $1 to $2.25 per day, 
while the unskilled workmen receive 75 cents. 

Consul Car Balley Hurst, of Plauen, reports that the wages paid 
in the lace and embroidery industry to overseers vary from $5.71 to 
$9.62 a week, and, on an average, to operatives, $3.81 a week. The 
consul says : "The families of the working people are rarely small, 
and it is not infrequent to find a man and his wife and several children 
subsisting on $3.81 a week. In many instances the wife is also a wage
earner, and the children go to work as soon as possible. Such families 
usually live in a kitchen and one other room. The rent for such an 
apartment is rarely less than $2..38 a month, and the general price is 
about $3.57. The principal nourishment of the weavers consists of 
potatoes and salt bread and the so-called 'pepper soup,' made bf water, 
bread, a little fat, and plenty of pepper. Meat is seldom eaten, and 
then only in the form of soap meat or sausage." 

Consul Edward Higgins reports from Stuttgart that the largest firm 
in the district informed him that the wages paid overseers vary from 
$28.56 to $47.60 per month. A female operative earns 47?! to 66?! cents 
a day and a male operative from 77 cents to $1.02. Eleven hours con
stitute a day's work. 

Special Agent Clark, reporting on the labor conditions in Austria, 
after a personal investigation, says: "From wage lists obtained at 
various mills it would seem that 50 cents per day might be taken as the 
average cotton-mill wage throughout Austria. As a fair example of 
an average mill I give the following detail list of a 40,000-spindle, 
900-loom Bohemian mill near Richenberg: icker room, per day, men, 
48. 7 cents ; women, 34.5 ; cards, one card grinder to every 20 cards, 
M.06 a week; can girl, 34.5 cents a day; lapman, 48.7 cents to every 
12 yards; cleaner, 48.7 cents for every 24 cards; slubbers make $3.25 
to $4.46 a week ; intermediates, so called, make $2.84 to $3.85 a week; 
the fine frame tenders make $2.48 and $5.28 a week ; for ring spinning, 
each girl runs one frame of 450 spindles and does her own doffing. 
The spinners are paid per hank, varying from 3.41 cents for Nos. 10 to 
22's to 4.30 cents for No. 46's. For mule spinning one spinner, one 
apprentice spinner, and one creeler run two mules (1,136 spindles) 
and the spinners' wages are 63 cents a day ; reelers, warpers, spoolers, 
and winders a1e paid by the kilo, and earn from 41 to 4!J cents a day. 
Weavers n.s a rule run 2 to 3 looms, and make 61 to l cents a day. 
At Potsdorf, near Vienna, in a large mill having 52,000 mule spindles, 
and 8,000 ring spindles, I found that two spinners got $1.02 pe1· day, 
one piecer 61 cents, and one boy creeler 41 cents per day. Each girl 
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ran one ring frame and did be!'. own doffing and got 21 cents a day. 
One carder, at 4!) cents, and one boy, at 41 cents per day, attended to 
each 12 cards. On the fine frame one woman and two girls ran two 
~;;:.ines of 180 spindles each, and their wages averaged $2.94 each per 

From a table prepared from unpublished statistics given to Mr. Clark 
by the president of the Austrian Cotton Spinners as being actual fig
ures recently compiled by a member of his association, and from statis
tics obtained personally by Mr. Clark, the following daily wages are 
given as paid in typical Austrian mills: Blow room, headman, 67 to 
88 cents in lower Austria, 75 cents to $1.02 in Vorarlberg, and 71 cents 
to Sl.02 in Bohemia.. The operative received from 40 to 45 cents in 
lower Austria, from 41 to 65 cents in Vorarlberg, and from 41 to 57 
cents in Bohemia. A card grinder in these three districts varied in 
wages from 49 cents to 71 cents; a draw-frame tender, from 38 cents 
to 50 cents; an operative on fly frames, from 38 cents to 57 cents· a 
spinner in ring -spinning, from 31 cents to 49 cents ; a spinner in miile 
spinning, from 61 cents to $1.09 ; a twisting operative, from 41 to 61 
cents; a reeler, from 36 cents to 62 cents; a machinist, from 59 to 89 
cents ; and an engineer, from 51 to 86 cents. The average wages in 
cents, was from $0.416 to $0.586. The legal limit of time in Austria is 
eleven hours. 

Con~ul J. S. Twells, in a report from Carlsbad, reports that children 
get 8 cents a day and adults f1·om 25 to 40 cents a day in summer in 
working in the fields, and one of the lace exporters of Neubek said that 
" of course we cun not afford to pay such high wages to lace makers " 
Speaking of work in Bohemia, the consul says: "Wages are extremeiy 
low. In the Adler Hills ~eekly wages of $1 to $1.20 are paid, but as 
there are many weeks durmg the year when no work can be had the 
average weekly earnings are riot larger than 80 cents. In good times' hus
band and wife work alternately eighteen hours a day. Linen shirt buttons 
are made, at which wages of 60 to 80 cents a week are earned. Weavers 
working at home earn $1.40 to $4 a week. The straw and baste mat
ters earn from 20 to 40 cents a day, but after the so-called 'season• 
is over the wages are lower. Wood carvers earn $1.80 to $2.80 a week 
and the brush makers at Gabel from $1.60 to $2 a week. The wood 
carvers at the Wittigtal earn $1.60 to $3.60 a week and the wood and 
mat makers at Niemes from $1.20 to $1.60 a week. The artificial
flower makers earn 1 to $2.40 a week. Many women are employed in 
glove making who earn from $1.20 to $1.60 a week. 

Vice-Consul Arnold Weissberger, of Prague, gives the wages of all 
cotton-mill operatives who are paid by contract as follows, on the 
average per day: Spinner, 80 cents; placer, 50 cents; drawing-frame 
attendant, 45 cents; wea.ver, 40 cents; warper, 44 cents; bobbing-ma
chine attendant, 40 cents· overseers, $1. 

Consul Charles B. Hards furnishes the following Information of the 
weekly wages paid in the leading textile industries of Reichenberg: 
Cotton and woolen knitting, men, $2.40 to $3 a week ; women, $1.80 'to 
$2.40 ; linen department, men, $2.04 to $3.60; women, $2.16 to $2.40 ; 
woolen blankets and carpets, male operatives. $2.23 to $6.29 ; women 
$2.23 to $4.06; spinner's assistant, men, $2.03 to $5.9~; women, $1.82 
to $3.65. 

Special Agc:nt Clark gives a report on the wages paid in IIungary, 
tak1?g a leading mill of Budapest as a good type: Picker hands, men, 
receive 40 cents a day, and women 24 cents. Slubbers receive 40 cents 
on an average. Mule spinners on No. 20's receive $1, and piecers 35 
cents and boys 30 cents. In ring spinning, girls receive from 22 cents 
to 28 cents a day. Reelers paid by piecework make from 24 to 40 
cents a day. Weavers are paid by the piece,-recelvlng 40 cents for 100 
meters (meter equals 39.37 inches) of 15-pick (per quarter inch) goods, 
and other cloth in proportion. 

Special Agent Clark, reporting on cotton-goods production in Swit
zerland, says that the hours of labor are eleven Eer day, with nine on 
Saturday; and the average daily wages paid n the largest cotton 
manufacturing company in Switzerland, which he obtained from their 
books, was as follows : 
Operatives: Wa.ges. 

'Veavers---------------------------------------------- $1. 06 
Picker hands------~----------------------------------- .74 

· On cards--------------------------------------------- .58 
On draw frames_______________________________________ .62 
On combers------------------------------------------- .62 

~~l:Ysi~~~~========================================= :~g 
~in~ splilners---------------------------------------- - .55 

wisters--------------------------------------------- .51 
On gassing frames------------------------------------- • 64 
On ree~------------------------------------------ __ .55 
Outside laborers-----------------------------------==-- • 77 
Wood workers----------------------------------------- .97 Iron workers ____________________ __ ________________ ____ 1.06 

Special Agent Clark gives the actual daily wages and cost of food 
at 4 mil~s ~ different parts of Switzerland in the first part of 1907. 
from which it appears that the head man in the blow room received 
in one mill 74 cents a day, and in another mill $1.06. The wages of 
a workman varied from 53 to 60 cents a day, and of a waste man from 
55 to 61 cents. The head man on "cards" received from 85 cents to 
$1.42, while a card grinder got from 62 to 77 cents. Speeders received 
from 45 to 65 cents, and creelers from 35 to 39 cents. A rin"' spinner 
received from 44 to 67 cents, and a doffer from 31 to 33 cents."" A mule 
spinner received from 65 to 91 cents, and a piecer from 44 to 66 cents. 
Reele1:s got from 41 to 56 cents, and a machinist from 73 cents to $1.12. 
A cabmetmaker from 69 cents to $1.02, and a carpenter from 83 cents to 
97. The prices of the necessaries of lite fo1· the operatives in the 4 
mills varied slightly, but 2i!: pounds of bread of average quality cost 6.9 
cents, the same amount of meat 36.5 cents, and of flour 9.7 cents, sugar 
17.8 cents, and of coffee 62.9 cents. 

Writing of the Swiss embroidery and lace indush·y Special Agent 
Clark says that the great advantage of the Swiss manufacturer is 
cheap labor. For instance, the operators employed on the actual work 
of embroidering, or " stitching," as it is technically known, receive in 
St. Gall from $8 to $12 a week, while in New Jersey from $18 to $30 
a week is paid for the same work. The girl overseer in St. Gall is 
paid from 38 to 50 cents a day, and in New Jersey from 85 cents to 
$1.35. The shuttle filler in St. Gall gets 38 cents a day, and in New 
Jersey 75 cents. 

Consul-General Watts reports from Belgium that the majority of the 
lace makers earn from 10 to 17 cents a day, while an exceptionally 
good worker will earn about 20 cents; and the most expert workers, 
of whom there are only 10 or 12 out of 15,000, earn 38 cents a day. · 

Consul-General Michael, repo1·ting from Calcutta, India, says that 
most of the embroidering on silk there is done by men. America takes 
two-thirds of all shipped from Calcutta. Patterns in 4 or 5 breadths, 
27 inches wide, are made and sold in Calcutta at 15 to 20 rupees (rupee, 

32.34 cents). The same kind of work on mull of suitable fineness and 
strength is done by men and women for 9 to 12 rupees. Handker
chiefs for ladies sell for 34 cents a dozen, and the highest priced ones, 
of chikon work, sell for less than $2 per dozen. An article that requires 
six days to make, the operatives working from ten to twelve hours a 
day, sells for $1, and out of this the man or woman whose toil produced 
the article receives less than 33 cents. 

Special Agent William Whitham, jr., who spent considerable time in 
Great Britain investigating the cotton industry, reported that the 
average weekly wages per operative in 1882 were $4.08; and in 18!)3, 
$4.56; and in 1907, $4.68. Taking the same data for weaving mills, 
the hours being the same, the average weekly wages rose from $3.60 in 
1882 to $3.96 in 1893, and again to $4.32 in 18!>5. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. CLAY. 1\Ir. President, one moment. Does that mean to 

come back in the morning or to come back to-night? 
Mr. ALDRICH. To-morrow morning. The Senator from 

Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] desires to address the Senate, and he 
prefers to do so to-morrow rather than to-night. 

l\lr. CLAY. It does strike me that there ought to be some 
other schedule that we might be able to take up in the absence 
of the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that we are practically through with 
the bill, except--

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken; there are several para
graphs in this bill that haye not been considered yet. The 
question of hides has not been considered; the agricultural-im
plements paragraph has not been disposed of; the oil paragraph 
has not been considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph in r egard to agricultural 
implements has been agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is mistaken, because we were on 
that paragraph when we adjourned. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think the Senator was pr;obably not 
here when that paragraph was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I think I am correct, for I marked it, and I am 
sure that it has not been ·agreed to. We were on that para
graph when we adjourned, and we then turned to another para
graph the next day. Now, the Senator is fully aware-

.Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope my motion will not 
be lost sight of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The discussion is proceeding 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inasmuch as it is almost half past 5, I shall 
haYe to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I made a 
motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 
l\fr. CLAY. Well, I say this--
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to insist on my motion before 

half past 5. 
· l\lr. CLAY. The Senator from Rhode Island has stated to 

the Senate time and again that he was anxious to get through 
with this bill and to have it passed. The Senator is fully aware 
of the fact that many of us on this side of the Chamber have 
come here night after night to attend the night essions with a. 
view of getting through with this bill. Now, Mr. President--

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to ask that my motion be put. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point' of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to adjourn is not 

debatable. 
Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order. The Senate has 

heretofore fixed the hour of half after 5 o'clock to take a 
recess and to reconvene at 8 o'clock, and then to sit not later 
than 11 o'clock. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. CLAY. I rise to a question of order; and I ask to be 

heard on that question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is not 

debatable. 
Mr. CLAY. Oh; there i~ no parliamentary law, l\fr. Presi

dent--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on the motion 

of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate adjourn. 
.Mr. CLAY. I make the point that there is no quorum here. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those in farnr of the motion 

will say " aye " and those opposed " no." 
Mr. CLAY. I call for a division. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it; and the 

Senate stands adjourned until to-morrow (Wednesday, June 9, 
1909) at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 
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